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AN INVESTIGATION OF FACTORS ASSOCIATED 
WITH RECIDIVISM AMONG JUVENILE OFFENDERS 
Abstract 
MICHAEL G. BRECI 
This study explored the factors that best 
differentiated first-time offenders from recidivists. 
The population investigated were youth adjudicated 
delinquent or child in need of supervision by the 
Brookings Juvenile Court between 1970 and 1977. There 
were 449 juveniles in this group, 122 were recidivists. 
The first objective of this study was to profile 
the relevant characteristics of the juvenile population 
involved in this study. Several of the relevant 
characteristics this study discovered were that the 
delinquents were most often: 
- male, 
- 16 to 17 years old, 
- from intact families, 
- attending school, 
- not involved in activities or work, 
~ from Brookings, 
one•time offenders wh_o did not co.tnmit serious· 
crimes, and 
- accompanied by delinquent companions. 
The second objective was to formulate null and 
research hypotheses and test them against th.e data. The 
follov1ing variables were found to be significant: gender, 
age at first adjudication, family size, broken home, school 
achievement, school drop out, employment status, involve-
ment in activities, place of residence, delinquent 
associates and seriousness of offense. Three variables 
were found not to be significant: position of child in 
the family, IQ, and parent's socio-economic status. 
The third objective was to analyze the relation-
ship between the independent variables found to be 
significant and the dependent variable, recidivism. A 
stepwise multiple regression was utilized and produced 
a Multiple R of .54081. The results of the regression 
analysis suggest that a delinquent has a greater 
probability of becoming a recidivist if the juvenile 
commits a serious offense, is a school drop out, is 
between 13 and 15 years of age at first adjudication, and 
is not involved in activities. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
Sociologists and criminal justice practitioners 
alike long have been interested in the phenomenon of 
juvenile delinquency. As an area of theoretical and 
empirical concern, juvenile delinquency is a complex 
phenomenon which to d a te has defied consensus in the 
development of causal images (Johnson, 1979:1). Con-
sequently, the field has been replete with competing 
theoretical frameworks and contradictory empirical 
findings. Beyond disagreements among scholars as to the 
utility of given theories, the adequacy or appropriateness 
of data sources have often been subjected to a wide diver-
gence of opinions, for example, a major axis of contro-
versy revolves around using official statistics versus 
self-reported data (Liska, 1974:263). 
Such divergences of opinion notwithstanding, 
investigations utilizing official as well as unofficial 
statistics have demonstrated consistent yearly increases 
in the incidence of delinquent behaviors. For example, 
official statistics collected for the U.S. between 1969 
and 1974 depict a 15 percent increase in the arrest ~rates 
for juveniles (Krisberg and Austin, 1978~3). In 1975, young 
persons under 18 years of age accounted for 26 percent 
I 
of all arrests throughout the United States (Gottfredson 
et al, 1978:484). Given that the majority of these indi-
victuals comprising the 1975 data were between the ages 
of 13 and 17 , their arrests were disproportionately 
high, relative to their age specific sector s of the total 
population. 1 
Moreover, studies of unofficial, sometimes 
termed "hidden delinquency", indicate that a majority 
of all juveniles engage in unlawful activities from 
time to time (Gibbons, 1976 : 29 ). Recognizing that the 
bulk of youthful offenses are of a minor nature, those 
2 
young persons who do engage in the more serious activities 
face a higher probability of arrest (Gibbons, 1976:30). 
Most importantly, juveniles who have engaged in the more 
serious crimes are also most likely to recidivate ; that 
is continue to engage in delinquent behavior following 
treatment or punishment (Gibbons, 1976:28 ). 2 
This research will bring together related lines 
of sociological and criminal justice inquiry into an 
lrn 1977, persons aged 10 through 17 made up 
approximately 15 percent of the total population, however 
they accounted for over 30 percent of all the arrests 
reported in the Uniform Crime Report (Jensen and Rojek~ 
1980:5-6). 
2Recidivism is generally regarded as a major 
criterion of the success or lack thereof of any program 
of specific deterrance within the field of criminal 
justice (Solomon, 1976:349). 
investigation of factors contributing to a causal 
interpretation of juvenile recidivism . In the course 
of developing this causal interpretation, this research 
will present a profile of major factors associated 
with juvenile delinquency in Brookings County, between 
1970 and 1977. 1 
Statement of the Problem 
This research investigates the following problem: 
3 
What combination of factors, associated with delinquency, 
best differentiates first time offenders from recidivists? 
Discussion of the Problem 
This problem is important because of the impact 
juvenile crime has on society. For instance, Ferdinand 
and Cavan estimate that juvenile delinquency costs the 
country a billion dollars a year. In fact , in 1971 
auto thefts and larcenies committed by juveniles caused 
losses of three hundred and seventy four million dollars 
(Carney, 1979:218). As will be evidenced through a 
1Juveniles included in this study have all been 
adjudicated by the juvenile court in one of two ways: 
a. the juvenile court has found the child has 
committed a delinquent act and declared the juvenile a 
delinquent child, or -
b. the juvenile court has found the child to be 
in need of supervision and declared the juvenile a Child 
in Need of Supervision (CHIN). 
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rev1ew of relevant literature, this problem is one social 
phenomenon that is of interest both to the sociologist and 
to the practitioner within the criminal justice arena. 
Sociologists are concerned with establishing, 
through verifiable evidence, general patterns or 
regularities underlying the social phenomenon of cr1me. 
This study seeks to unravel factors underlying the 
delinquency of juveniles in Brookings County, South 
Dakota and attempts to show that there are regularities in 
factors that contribute to a juvenile's delinquency . 
At the level of their every day experience, 
practitioners frequently encounter situations in which 
the offenses are committed by recidivists . To aid the 
practitioner in his or her mission, it is necessary to 
understand in a systematic way what factors are 
associated with recidiv£sm and non-recidivism . If it 
can be demonstrated that a given set of factors occur 
more frequently among recidivists compared to one time 
offenders, then a model to predict recidivism could be 
developed. Such a model might serve as a diagnostic and 
planning tool. The model could be employed diagnostically, 
because the factors that have the most influence on a 
juvenile offender would be known. Planners would be able 
to develop programs geared to the first time offende~ who 
1s most influenced by these various known factors so 
that a juvenile could be helped before becoming a 
recidivist. If specific juveniles can be guided away 
from a cycle of crime, then it should be possible to make 
an inroad into state and national crime rates for serious 
offenses. Recalling that juveniles contribute 
substantially to such rates, it is important to note 
that even a statistically small reduction in juvenile 
rates could produce an important effect on the aggregated 
incidence of crime. 
Objectives of this Study 
5 
The objectives of this study are to determine what 
variables are associated with the occurrence of 
recidivism among juvenile offenders, and to develop a 
means of distinguishing between different categories of 
those offenders. 
Specific objectives are: 
1. to profile the relevant characteristics 
of recidivists and one time offenders, 
using juvenile records from Brookings 
County between 1970 and 1977, 
2 . from that profile, develop a model for 
predictively differentiating recidivists 
from first time offenders, and 
3. to provide suggestions to relevant agencies 
for the implementation of findings. 
Organization of Thesis 
The remainder of this thesis is organized as 
follows: Chapter Two examines. pertinent literature for 
this study, Chapter Three presents the theoretical 
framework and research hypothesis, Chapter Four presents 
the research design, Chapter Five is an analysis of the 
data, and finally, Chapter Six includes a summary of 
relevant findings and provides suggestions for the 
implementation of findings in the field of criminal 
justice. 
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CHAPTER II 
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 
Introduction 
The study of juvenile delinquency delves 
into the nature of human action. At this time, 
however, there seems to be no set pattern for 
differentiating a child that will become a delinquent 
from one that will not. As this study is more interested 
in the child who is already delinquent, the first part of 
this chapter will review work done in the area of 
recidivism. 
The delinquency phenomenon occurs throughout the 
United States, affecting children from every socio-
economic class, ethnic group and religious background. 
Considerable research has been conducted by sociologists 
seeking to explain the relationship among delinquency 
factors; therefore the second part of this chapter 
examines selected social, social psychological and 
demographic factors prior research has associated with 
juvenile d elinquency: 
The last part of this chapter examines various 
theories of causation. Numerous sociologists have 
developed theoretical models about juvenile delinquency. 
The plurality of models is due to the difficulty 
7 
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of devising a single overriding theoretical umbrella 
which would lend itself to the accurate prediction of this 
multifaceted phenomenon. The outcome of this search for 
a common cord of understanding has been responsible for 
the many theories, each incomplete in itself, but 
together providing an increasingly more complete picture 
of delinquency. 
Recidivism 
The first section of this chapter explores the 
problem of recidivism. An illustration of the immensity 
of this phenomenon can be seen by the Presidents 
Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration which 
considered recidivism the major factor associated with 
high crime rates in this country. The Commission also 
reported numerous studies of adult recidivists which 
show the majority began as juvenile delinquents (Cressey 
and Ward, 1969:56-57). 
One of the most recent and extensive studies on 
delinquency was the Philadelphia cohort study by Wolfgang, 
Figlio and Sellin (1972). They investigated approximately 
10,000 boys born in 1945 and residing in Philadelphia 
between their tenth and eighteenth birthday. Sixty-
five percent of the boys were non-delinquent, while ~5 
percent had at least one contact with the police. Of 
the delinquents, 54 percent committed more than one 
offense while the remaining 46 percent were one-time 
offenders. In an analysis of the variables associated 
with delinquency, the authors found: "Recidivists are 
more likely to be nonwhite in the lower SES, have lower 
IQ scores, fewer school years completed and lower 
achievement than one- ·time delinquents" (Wolfgang et al, 
1972:65). The authors also note that nondelinquents and 
one-time offenders show less variance ln the variables 
stated above than did multiple offenders when compared 
to one-time offenders. 
Of the more than 10,000 offenses committed by 
the delinquent s, 84 percent were committed by the 
recidivists. Wolfgang classif ied 18 percent of the 
recidivists as chronic offenders (those who commit 
five or more offenses) and they accounted for 52 percent 
of the delinquent acts. The recidivists were also 
responsible for the majority of the serious offenses 
committed. 
Wolfgang 's data indicate that 72 percent of 
the offend ers had their first contact with the police 
between the ages of 12 and 16, with juveniles 16 years 
of age accounting for the highest percentage. of these 
contacts (21 percent). From the data collected in the 
9 
cohort study, Wolfgang was able to devise a probability 
system for predicting recidivism. For those juveniles 
who have committed a first offense, Wolfgang contends 
that the probability of committing a second offense is 
approximately 50 percent. After committing a second 
offense, the probability increases to 65 percent for a 
third offense and levels off at about 70 to 80 percent 
for further offenses beyond the third (1-Iolfgang et al, 
1972). 
Glaser (1969) advanced a different approach 
to the recidivism problem. He examined the influences 
that increase the probability of a prisoner's return to 
prison. Glaser contended there are three major areas 
10 
of concern when predicting recidivism: the offender's 
age, the nature of the offense and the prior criminal 
record. He asservates there is an inverse relationship 
between age and recidivism which "equates crimes with 
immaturity" (Glaser, 1969:19). He maintained that nearly 
half of all juveniles first arrested at age 14 for any 
type of crime continue in a life of crime. In comparison, 
only one i n ten of those arrested for the first time 
over the age of 35 continue down the criminal path. 
Glaser asserted there is an additional reason for the 
inverse relationship between age and recidivism. Nearly 
80 to 90 percent of the offenses committed by juveniles 
11 
involve two or more juveniles as associates in the offense. 
Glaser inferred that each offense may increase the youth's 
estrangement from school and home while enhancing his 
prestige and self-esteem in delinquent social circles. 
The second area of concern was the nature of 
the offense. Glaser indicated that over 90 percent of 
all felony crimes reported to the police are economic 
offenses. Moreover, those offenders most likely to 
recidivate commit the follovTing offenses: larceny, 
burglary, forgery and auto theft. According to Glaser, 
auto theft was primarily an offense committed by young 
people while forgers were generally older (Glaser, 1969: 
22-24). 
The final area Glaser studied was the offender's 
prior record. He contended, "all the evidence tends to 
support the conclusion that the extent of an offender's 
prior record will indicate the probability of his adding 
to it" (Glaser , 1969:27). 
Glaser summed up noting that crime is a phenomenon 
of the very young and "is attributable to those youths who 
are least s uccessful in school, at work and in their 
family relationships. These are the persons who have the 
least '· stake in conformity' and hence risk least when 
engaging in crime" (_Glaser 1 1969; 320). 
Cressey and Ward advanced the followi ng conclu-
sions about a juvenile delinquent's probability of 
becoming an adult offender: 
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1. the earlier a juvenile is arrested or brought 
to court for an offense, the more likely he 
lS to carry on criminal activity into adult 
life; 
2. the more serious the first offense for 
which a juvenile is arrested, the more likely 
he is to continue to commit serious crimes, 
especially in the case of major crimes 
against property ; 
3. the more frequently and extensively a 
juvenile is processed by the police , court 
and correctional sys tem , the mor e likely 
he is to be arrested , charged, convicted 
and imprisoned as an adult; and 
4. the most frequent pattern among adult offend-
ers is one that starts with petty stealing and 
progresses to much more serious property 
offenses (Cressey and Ward, 1969:57). 
Reckless (1961) developed the concept of "career 
criminal'' to account for one dimension of recidivism. 
According to Reckless, the essential characteristics o~ 
the career criminal are: 
:i70181 
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1. Crime is his way of earnlng a living. The 
career criminal considers crime his main 
occupation thus he commits property offenses, 
such as robberies, burglaries and larcenies. 
He will probably not commit a crime of 
violence. 
2 . He develops techniques useful to the 
commission of property offenses . 
3. The career criminal develops att itudes 
favorable to crime and unfavorable to the 
larger society . He or she sees the criminal 
justice system as dishonest . 
4. The career criminal starts as a del inquent 
child . Most have records of juvenile 
delinquency. Most of them are of lower 
class origin. 
5. The career criminal expects to s pend some 
time in prison, this being a normal hazard 
of his occupation . In prison he learns 
new methods of criminality . 
6. The career criminal is usually normal 
psychologically . He has chosen crime as 
his occupation, for him it is a "rational" 
choice (Haske ll and Yablonsky , 1970:78-79). 
14 
The United States Parole Commission uses an 
actuarial device to assess an offenderts likelihood of a 
favorable outcome upon release from prison. This instru-
ment is known as the Salient Factor Score and is based on 
seven items: prior convictions, prior commitments, age 
at first commitment, nature of offense, parole and 
probation history , drug history and employment history. 
The items are scored and added together to provide a 
tally between zero and eleven, the higher the score, the 
higher the probability of a favorable outcome. 
The Salient Factor Score was tested on two 
random samples of federal prisoners in the early 1970's. 
The scores were collap sed to form four risk categories: 
very good risks (11-9), good risks (8- 6), f air risks (5-4) 
and poor risks ( 3-0). Hoffman and Adelberg grouped the 
parole applicants while they were still in prison into 
one of the four risk categories using the Salient Factor 
Score. Two years a f ter the parolees release from prison, 
the authors conducted a follow-up investigat ion and 
classified the parole period as either fav orable (no 
new arrest s or parole violations) or unfavorable (a new 
arrest or parole violation ). Table 1 shows that the score 
clearly separates the parolees into four distinguishable· 
risk categories. 
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TABLE 1 
PERCENT FAVORABLE OUTCOME 
SALIENT FACTOR FIRST SECOND COMBINED 
SCORE GROUP GROUP SAMPLES 
Very Good ( 11- 9) 90.7% 94.5% 92.4% 
Good (8-6) 75.9% 81.4% 78.4% 
Fair (5-4) 64.4% 68.5% 66.3% 
Poor (3-0) 55.0% 58.0% 56.4% 
Table 1 indicates the predictive power of the 
instrument was maintained from the first sample to the 
second, clearly showing that offenders in the very good 
cat egory have a 90 percent chance of not recidivating 
while those in the poor category have only a 50 percent 
chance of a favorable outcome ( Hoffman and Adelberg, 1980: 
44-49). 
Pallone and Hennessy (1977) used multivariate 
research methods to s.tudy recidivism among a group of 
male felons (aged 18-25) confined to a single prison in 
a northeastern state. Their study encompas sed the 
following p hases. First, the 105 subjects in the sample 
were placed in one of five categories relating to the 
outcome of their parole 22 months after their release 
from prison. The five categories were: 
1. subjects convicted of subsequent offenses 
(12 percent of the sample), 
2. subjects whose parole was revoked and had 
been returned to prison (21 percent of the 
sample), 
3. subjects currently on parole and in good 
standing (25 percent of the sample), 
4. subjects who had satisfactorily completed 
parole (32 percent of the sample), and 
5. subjects who had absconded (8 percent of 
the sample). 
Second, after placing the subjects in the 
appropriate groups, the authors determined the 
statistically significant bivariate relationships 
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between recidivism and the following nineteen predictor 
variables: (1) place of residence, (2) race, (3) level 
of formal education, (4) place of birth, (5) marital 
status, (6) employment status., (7) religious affiliation, 
~) socio-economic status, (9) age at first recorded 
arrest, (_10) drug usage history, (11) alcohol usage 
history, (12) number of prior arrests, (13) length of 
sentence, (14) ratio of time served before release on 
parole to length of sentence, (15) nature of the offense, 
(16) number of counts associated with the confinement, 
(17) number of counts related to drug abuse associated 
with the confinement, (18) history of prior institution-
alization, and (19) participation in rehabilitation 
services offered in the instit~tion. 
Of the 19 predictor variables, the following six 
were significant (p < .05) when measuring the bivariate 
relationships between the criterion and predictor 
variables: number o f prior arrests, number of drug 
related counts a ssociated with the confinement, length 
of sentence, marital status , nature of offense and 
religious affiliation. 
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Third, the authors combined the two groups that 
had positive outcomes (group s C and D) and the two groups 
with negative outcomes (groups A and B) and eliminated 
group E. Pallone and Hennessy then analyzed the data by 
means of a stepwise multiple regression with recidivism 
as the dependent variable. 
The authors no te that the fi rst six predictor 
variables found in Table 2 have been multivariately iden-
tified as statistically the most powerful set of 
predictors of recidivism. Three of these variables 
represent offender characterist ics, two represent 
aspects of the prior record and one represents an 
offense characteristic. 
The authors concluded that "the substantive 
findings in this study may hold some conceptual interest, 
we believe that its principle s i gnif icance lies in the 
demonstration of the applicabilit y of multivariate 
18 
TABLE 2 
PREDICTOR VARIABLES VERSUS RECIDIVISM GROUP 
STEP VARIABLE ENTERED MULTIPLE R COMMON VARIANCE 
1 Number of drug .33619 .11303 
related counts 
2 Number of prior .39419 .15539 
arrests 
3 Race .44773 .20046 
4 Prior institut i on- .47796 .22844 
alization 
5 Religious .49218 .24224 
affiliation 
6 Place of residence .49925 .24925 
7 Employment Status .50688 .25963 
8 Alcohol usage .50914 .25923 
9 Marital Status .51066 . 26077 
10 Age at first arres t .51157 .26170 
11 Length of sentence .51243 . 26258 
research methods to estimating recidivism pronenessn 
(Pallone ard Hennessy, 1977 :95-110) . 
In summary form, the five major points 
associated with recidivism reviewed in this section 
were: 
1. Many adult offenders began as juvenile 
delinquents. 
2. The earlier a juvenile is arrested for his 
first offense, the greater the likelihood of 
recidivating. 
3. The more f requently a juvenile is processed 
by the cr iminal justice system, the more 
likely he or she is to be imprisoned as an 
adult. 
4. Juvenile recid ivists are more likely to 
commit serious offenses than are one time 
offenders. 
5. Recidivist s a re more likely to commit 
property c r imes. 
Factors Associated wi th Del inquency 
This section of the review will examine 
selected factors that have been associated with juvenile 
delinquency. Prior research by various sociologists 
indicate the following areas are germane to the topic: 
broken homes, sibling position, family size , gender, 
rural versus urban residence, school achievement, intel-
ligence, delinquent offenses and delinquent companions. 
Broken Homes 
Since the turn of the century the degree of 
19 
importance attributed to broken homes vis-a-vis delinquency, 
20 
has been widely debated by sociologists producing a wide 
divergence in findings and conclusions. The purpose of 
this section i s to e x amine th i s diverse body of research, 
and draw conclusions r elevant to the present investiga-
tion. 
Prior to 1932, the detrimental effect of broken 
homes on the s ocialization of children and its· direct 
relationship to delinquency h ad been generally accepted 
and relative ly unquest ioned. Shaw and McKay's studies 
of Chicago (1 932) were cr itical of past studies for 
their lack of methodological r igor which resulted in 
biases leading to unsubstantiated relationships between 
delinquency and broken homes . In order to alleviate 
the shortcoming s of past s tudies , Shaw and McKay under-
took a comparative study of Chicago s choolboys and male 
juvenile d e linquents. In checking the i ncidence of 
broken homes they discovered the variable could not be 
viewed as a s ignificant causal factor in determining 
delinquency (Shaw and McKay, 1932:517) . 
Wattenberg and Saunders (1954) cond ucted a study 
using complaints received by the Youth Bureau of the 
Detroit Police Department against approximately 5,000 
juveniles. They found that 44 percent of the boys and 
59 percent of the g i rl s c ame from broke n homes. The 
authors mentioned that the incidence of broken homes 
among the juveniles was an indication of the extent of 
family disharmony within existing family structures 
(Wattenberg and Saunders, 1954 : 27 ). 
Toby also observed that the association between 
delinquency and broken homes was stronger with girls 
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and pre-adolescents than boys and adolescents. He 
contended that in the breakdown of the f amily, the girls 
and pre-adolescents are not as able to cope with the 
stresses as well as the boys and adolescents (Cowie et al, 
1968:104). He al s o sugge sted that the actual separation 
or divorce of the parents may not be the most important 
determining factor i n assoc iating broken homes with 
delinquency. The emotional c onflicts which come about 
in the family relationships have more impact on the 
child ( Knudten and Schafer , 19 70:183 - 185) . 
Nye (1958) conducted one of the most thorough 
and comprehensive examinations of the problem of juvenile 
delinquency and broken homes up to that time. He drew 
a sample of 800 boys and girls f rom high schools in three 
Washington towns, and added an a dd i t i onal sample of 146 
males that were in a stat e t raining school which he used 
for comparison purposes. Nye concluded from the results 
of his study that the amount of happiness and 90ncern 
within the family had a stronger relationship on the 
incidence of juvenile d elinq uenc y t han did the actual 
break in the family. Furthermore, the increased rate of 
delinquency in juveniles from broken homes indicated a 
lessening of control within the family due to either 
the loss of a parent or the addition of a stepparent. 
He also contended that adolescents from broken homes are 
over-represented among delinquents in institutions due 
to possible dif ferential police and judicial action 
(Nye, 1958:42-4 8). 
Recent studies by sociologists emphasize the 
relationships between family members and the process of 
socialization. Schafe r and Knudten recognized that the 
emotionally disintegra t ed and disharmonious families 
"are too often preoccup i e d with problems that arise 
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from real or imagined t ension" (Schafer and Knudten, 1970: 
198). These families are characterized by unhappiness 
because of parental strain and consequently values ordin-
arily taught in the family setting are neglected . Accord-
ing to Schafer and Knudten, the children gradually lose 
affectionate membership within the family , influencing 
them to try and resolve their feelings of i n security 
outside the home. In so doing they run the risk of 
succumbing to delinquent pressures while handicapped 
by emotional di s turbances (Schafer and Knudten~ 1970:198); 
The four major points associated with broken 
homes and delinquency reviewed in this section were: 
1. Broken homes have been found to be a 
contributing factor in the cause of 
delinquency . 
2. Sociologists have questioned the strength 
o f the relationship between broken homes 
and delinquency . 
3. Females and pre-adolescents appear to be 
more influenced by the effects of a broken 
home than boys and a dolescents. 
4. Emotionally d isintegrated and disharmonious 
families produce stra in that can weaken the 
child's t ie t o the family and society . 
Sibling Position 
Sibling position, or the status a child occupies 
within the farn~ly in relation to other siblings (such 
as only, f irst, intermediate or l ast) has been investi-
gated by various authors on delinquency . They have 
attempted to verify whether there is any association 
between the ?articular position a child occup ies within 
the family and delinquency. 
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Early theorists believed that first borns, 
youngest and only children were more apt to be delinquent 
because o f the stress placed on them by being in a 
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particular position within the family. Several studies, 
however, using samples o f delinquent children, found that 
the middle child was more apt to be delinquent. 
One of the fir s t studies to refute the beliefs 
held by the early theorist s on sibling position and 
delinquency was by the Gluecks (1950). Among delinquents 
in their study , the Gluec k s found the majority (60 
percent) were ranked as mi ddle children. Among the 
delinquents, the yo ungest chi l d constituted 20 percent, 
the firstborn 15 percent and the only child five percent 
of the delinquent to tal . I n the control group of non-
delinquents, the same gene ral pattern held true with 48 
percent of t h e grou p clas sified as middle children, 24 
percent were the youngest , 19 percent were firstborns 
and only chi ldren c ons titut e d nine p e r c ent of the total. 
From their data, t he Gluecks concluded that 
"contrary t o genera l e xpectations , lower proportions of 
the delinquent boy s were only children , f irst children 
or youngest c h i ldren" ( Glue c k and Gl ueck , 1950:120) . The 
Gluecks did not , however , mak e any spec i f ic statement 
about the middle child . 
West's findings ( 1973 ) regard ing rank order of 
the child t end t o uphold the research of the Gluecks . 
In his study, the oldest and younge s t were less likely to 
become delinquent . Of the 170 mi ddle born children he 
investigated, 25 per cent were delinquent compared to 19 
percent of 100 youn gest and 16 percent of 140 only and 
oldest children. Wes t proclaimed the relationship 
between birth order a nd de linquency "was merely a 
secondary consequence of fami l y size, because middle 
born children tended to c ome from larger families with 
higher delinquency poten t ial '' ( West, 1973:33). 
The t wo major points a ssoc i ated with sibling 
position and delinquency reviewed in t h i s section were: 
1. Middle children are more likely to be 
delinquent t han only c h ildren, eldest or 
youngest children . 
2. Family size appear s to be of more signifi-
cance than tle position of the child . 
Family Size 
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Family size is related to sibling position in its 
effect on children and delinquency, however, the number 
of studies dealing with this topic are few . 
An early belief about family size was that 
delinquents came from large families. The Gluecks (1950) 
examined this i ssue and found that delinquents did come 
from families t hat were somewhat larger t han their 
control group of nondelinquents. They concluded: 
"greater crowding of the home meant increased competition 
on the part of t h e children for parental attention, more 
26 
likelihood of emotional strain, tension, friction and 
loss of privacy with resulting sexual and other emotional 
trauma'' (.Glueck and Glueck, 1950:120). 
Nye's explanation of the relationship between 
family size and delinquency conjectures that in smaller 
families there exists more closeness and intensity of 
emotional involvement and interaction . This causes 
cohesiveness amo ng f a mily members, resulting in lower 
rates of delinquency a mong children in the small family 
as compared to larger f amil ies (Nye, 1958:37). 
The key poin t per taining to family size re-
viewed in this sect i on wa s: 
1. Larger families tend to have a higher rate 
of delinquency . 
Gender 
Examination of gender distributions in arrest 
rates reveal that historically the ratio stayed relatively 
constant at four males to one f e ma le . 1 Beginning in 
1965, however, the rate of referrals for females increased 
more rapidly than males. By 1973, the ratio of males to 
females had narrowed to three to one . Historically, 
1ror an early study confirming this ratio, see: 
Merrill, Maud, Problems of Child Delinquency, 1947: p65. 
females were more likely to be engaged in nonaggressive, 
private offenses. Recently, females have engaged in 
more hostile behavior, and statistics indicate that 
theft is the second most frequent offense juvenile girls 
are arrested for (~riffin and Griffin, 1978: 60-61). 
Greene and Esselestyn's review of delinquencies 
in California indicated that 44 percent of all juvenile 
arrests are for law violations while 56 percent are for 
delinquent tendencies, or beyond control behavior. Of 
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the juveniles referred for law violations, boys were 
referred four to one over girls, but in the beyond control 
group, there were six boy s to every five g irls referred 
(Greene and Esselstyn, 1972 :13-19). 
The two main points associated with gender 
reviewed in this section were : 
l. The ratio of male to femal e arrests is 
narrowing. 
2 . Females are more apt to be arrested for 
offenses that would not be law violations 
if the juve nile were an adult. 
Rural Versus Urban Residence 
The earliest studies on spatial patterning of 
juvenile delinquency occurred in the 1920's . Clifford 
Shaw (19 42 ) used official c ourt and pol ice statistics 
and mapped the concentration of crime ln Chicago. Shaw 
found the highest rates of delinquency were near the 
center of the city, and t he rates decreased out from 
the center to a low near the outer boundaries. 
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A recent study by the Griffins indicated the 
Uniform Crime Reports for 1975 designated that the nature 
of delinquency did not differ much from one type of 
geographic area to a no ther. For example, property crime 
accounted for 36 percent of all juvenile arrests ln the 
cities, 33 percent in t he suburb s and 31 percent ln rural 
areas. The urban areas account for more curfew violations 
than the rural, howe ver, th is might be explained by the 
fact that curfews are wore likely to be enforced in urban 
areas over rural areas. Rural youth are more apt to be 
arrested for violating liquor laws and running away 
(Griffin and Griffin, 1978 :67). 
Jensen and Ro jek examined the cr ime statistics 
for rural and urban areas and found tha t in 1977 large 
metropolitan areas experienced twelve time s more 
robberies per 100,000 individuals than rural areas. 
Moreover, the auto theft rate was five time s higher , 
larceny six times higher, the rape rate was two times 
greater and burglaries and assaults were two times higher. 
They also reviewed juvenile court stat istics for 1971 
and found the juvenile courts reported 42 delinquency 
cases per 1000 residents in urban jurisdictions compared 
to 21 cases per 1000 r esidents in rural areas (Jensen 
and Rojek, 1980:65). 
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The major point associated with rural versus urban 
residence reviewed in this section was: 
1. The nature of del inquency does not differ 
substantial ly f rom one geographic area to 
another; however , the rate of delinquency 
is higher in large metropolitan areas as 
compared to rural areas. 
School Achievement 
Hirschi studied the relationship between 
academic competency and del inquency . Using numerous test 
scores avai lable on school records, h is research indicated 
"the higher the boy's score, the less likely he is to have 
committed delinquent acts and the less likely he is to have 
been picked up by the police" (Hirsch i, 1969 :113). Hirschi 
contended the academically competent boy is more likely 
to do better in school because he like s school . Hirschi's 
comparison of boys who liked school with tho se who do not 
indicated 49 percent of the boy s who d isliked school 
committed two or more delinquent acts while only nine 
percent of the boys who liked school committed two or 
more delinquent acts (Hirschi, 19 69 :115-122). 
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The school is an i mportant sociali zation agency 
because virtually all chi ldren attend school for an 
extended per iod o f t ime . The Grif f ins speculated that 
high schools d i scrimi nate against the students ln the 
lower class because the curriculum i s orient ed to college 
bound students . Students who a spire t o go to vocational 
school or who want to become e ither skill ed or unskilled 
workers f i nd the h igh school progr am not suited to their 
n e eds a n d possibly eve n a ntagonistic towards their values 
and goal s . These l owe r clas s children tend not to adjus t 
to the sch ool r outine (Griff in and Griffin , 1 978:257). 
Another fac tor contr ibuting t o poor school 
achievement i s l earning disabilities. Sawicki and 
Schaeffer c ontended there are two schools of thought 
that suppor t the learning disabled , juveni le delinquency 
link. The first is based up on t h e labeling process 
which causes a student who is a problem to be grouped 
with other chi ldren that are problems thus developing 
a negative self-image that is reinforced by adults and 
peers. The learning disabled child becomes influenced 
by those mos t likely to drop out or become delinquent. 
The second schoo l of thought sta tes tha t a juvenile with 
learning disabilities is susceptible t o a v ariety of 
socially troub l esome p e rsonality charac t eristics, such 
as general impul s i v enes s , poor reception of social cues 
and a poor ability to learn from experience. The child 
with a learning disability is not as receptive to the 
usual social sanctions and rewards, thus developing an 
increased susceptibi lity to committing delinquent acts 
(Sawicki and Schaeffer, 1979:11-15). 
The three major po ints associated with school 
achievement and delinquency reviewed in this section 
were: 
l. J uvenile s with low school achievement tend 
to have a higher level of delinquency . 
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2 . Schools are a major influence in a juvenile's 
socialization and they tend to discr iminate 
against students in the lower class. 
3 . Learning disabilities have been linked to 
juvenile delinque ncy. 
Intelligence 
In his review of the literature on the intelligence 
of juvenile delinquents, Shulman discovered most samples 
of delinquents drawn from court arraigned cases indicated 
that the delinquents tested lower in general intelligence 
than the average population. 
To verify these find ings , Shulman tested children 
in different areas of New York City. He discovered that -· 
children in high delinquency areas tended to have a lower 
tested intelliaence than school children in low delinquency 
0 
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areas. He ,studied five public schools in high delinquency 
areas, finding an average IQ of 91 compared to an average 
IQ of 103 for public schoo l children in low delinquency 
areas. Shulman concl uded there appeared to be a relation-
ship between low so c io-economic and cultural status and low 
IQ. Shulman argues, however , that the cultural interpre-
tation tests used to d etermine IQ are discriminatory , 
because they are no t c ultural -free tests. He also warned 
that there is a re l ationsh i p between cultural status and 
court arraignment ( Shulman , 1951 :763-7 81 ). 
In Wolfgang ' s cohor t study , an analysis of IQ 
scores disclosed d i fferences between the recidivist and 
one-time offender. Regard less of the variables of race 
or SES, the chronic offender s s cored eight to ten points 
lower than the on e - t ime offend ers on IQ tests (Wolfgang 
et al, 1972:93). 
The major poin t a s s ociated with intelligence 
and delinquency reviewed in this s e ction was: 
1. Recidivists have lower I Q's than one time 
offenders. 
Delinquent Offense s 
Despite the t ime s pan , stud ies by Healy and 
Bronner (192 6 ), Merrill (19471, the Gluecks (1950), 
Robbins (19 6 3 ), Hughes ( 1 970 ) and We s t (1 973 ) all reached 
similar conclusions: the majorit y o f the offenses 
committed b y juveni les were crime s against property. 
The next larg e st cat egory was t hat of status offenses. 
Aggressive c r i me s account ed for a very small percentage 
of juvenile crimes . 
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Sanders ( 197 C) indicated onl y f ive percent of the 
juvenile population .\)p~ ars i n c o urt in any given year. 
Victimiz a t i on studj ~: ~· f)ho w t ha·t 90 percent of the youth 
have cornmi tted some ! Yr'm of delinquent a cts , but most 
were not cau gh t or r:: • · \:::. t>=:d . Sand ers be lieves delinquency 
is just a phas e or .. -, t \) f growing up ( Sanders, 197 6:19 -
2 0) • 
Mat za also fE: l :: '· ~l .l 't~ del inquency is a phase en-
countered b y j uveni l,~. ::.·' t.::, t'e latc::.; this phas e t o the 
notion o f a delinq uen r :-:.1:. ··. 't.l."l 1..-·re. He contended s ub-
terranean traditions are str ipped of the ir more i ntoler-
able aspect s and experienced b y b~cdd segme nt s o f the 
youth population . Matza indicated tha t the experiences 
encountered by youth in their sear cl for f u n a nd thrills 
include many of the juvenile staTus offenses . Ma tza 
summed it up : " teenage culture may be conceived as a 
conventiona l version , a reasonable fac simile, of 
subcultural delinquency " (Matza, 1964 : 64 ) . 
Jens en and Rojek not e that the Un iform Crime 
Report inc l u des 32 t ypes of offenses . Th e ir re s earch 
indicated that for 13 of the offenses, the arrest rate 
is highest for individuals 18 and under. In an analysis 
of these 13 categories, Jensen and Rojek discovered 
that arrests for arson, vandalism and running away were 
highest for 15-year - olds. Burglary, larceny and auto 
34 
theft peak out at age 16, robbery embezzlement, receiving 
stolen goods and liquor law violations peak out at 17, 
and 18 is the peak year for drug abuse, disorderly conduct 
and illegal weapons v i o l ations (Jensen and Rojek, 1980: 
70-71). 
The three ma j or points associated with delinquent 
offenses reviewed in t h is section were: 
1. Property crime s account for the majority 
of juven i le offenses. 
2 . Status offense s are t h e next largest 
category o f d elinquency . 
3. Delinquency is a phas e of growing up. 
Delinquent Companions 
Sociology's major contribution to the understand-
lng of deviance consists of two fundamental insights. 
First, persistent deviance flourishes best when it 
receives group supper~. Second, deviance thrives in 
particular locales where there is a history supporting 
it. Matza infers from this that the 11 deviant is linked 
to society in minimal form through companies of deviants 
and through local traditions" (Matza , 1964:63). 
Erickson probed the question of delinquent 
companions. He stated: "Nearly all available data 
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suggest the majority of the delinquent acts for which 
male offenders are apprehended involve more than one 
person" (Erickson, 1971:114 ). Erickson questioned the 
adequacy of official statist ics, however, on the grounds 
of accuracy and repre sentativeness. To find out if the 
high incidence of group del inquency prevelant in official 
statistics is also common when self report data is used, 
he developed a study utiliz ing self report data (Erickson, 
1971:116). 
Erickson interviewed 150 boys in Utah and found 
group violation rate s differed considerably from offense 
to offense. The rates r anged from 91 percent for 
destruction of property to 17 percent for defying 
parents. The overall group violation rate was 65 
percent. Erickson compared the overall rate of 65 
percent, found in his study, with rates found in official 
statistics that average about 85 percent. He concluded 
that high group violation rates are associated with 
offenses such as theft and destruction of property 
which are more apt to come to the attention of official 
agencies (Erickson , 1971:120-121). 
The two major points associated with delinquent 
companions reviewed in this section were: 
l. Delinquent behavior flourishes best when 
it receive s group support. 
2. Certa i n o f fens es are higher group violation 
offenses, s uch as destruction of property 
and theft. 
Juvenile Delinquency - The Major Theories 
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The delinquen cy ph enomenon is so complex no 
single theory or c a use ex i s t s for explaining every aspect 
of juvenile cr ime , t he r efore , a variety of explanations 
as to the nature of delinque ncy causation have been 
advanced. This problem is f urther complicated due to 
.the related ar e a s of criminolo gy and deviant behavior 
into which the s peci f i c study of juvenile behavior often 
overlaps. In an a t temp t t o i solate the common denomina-
tors across many e xplana tions, Hi rschi contends there 
are currently three fundamental perspectives on 
delinquency and deviant behavior. 
The first perspe c t i ve is s t rain or motivational 
theories. Strain theories hold t hat there are legitimate 
desires that conformity cannot satisfy and this forces 
a person i nto deviance. According to Hirschi, the 
purest example of strain theory is found in Merton 's 
"Social Structure and Anomie" (195 7 ). 
The second perspective is cultural deviance 
theories. Accordin g t o t his theoret ical perspective 
the deviant creates his own standards which are in 
opposition t o the lc:n ~er socie ties' standards. An 
influential work in cJ1i s perspective is Sutherland's 
"Differential As so c -i_a :·.:.~o n " ( 19 6 0) . 
The fina l ~)er~~,k-)cct ive is control and/or bond 
theories. Accordi ng ~~ these theories , ties to the 
conventional order ··ta\·e ::.;::1 mehow been broken leaving 
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a person fre e to c oD.Jit.:. t (~el inquent acts . A frequently 
employed example of ·;:;-:-:. :· .-~qy~· rol approach is Matza 's drift 
hypothesi s ( 1964) wh-i~-~~- .: :::=ite s t hat when a juvenile 
breaks his ties with ~: ..... , t'/• ·r1t ·[.ana l society , he may drift 
into delinquency. 
Each o f the abov 
be examined respe ctively. 
Strain Theories 
·. J. ·;~ \, .c e _ j ,_·:a l per spec t i v e s will 
The strain perspective views del inqu ency as a 
result of frustration people experienc e because they are 
unable to achieve legitimate social and financial 
success. Strain theorist s agree that value s and goals are 
shared by most people but the ability to ach ieve them is 
limited largely by socio- economic class . Stra in does no t:· 
exist for upper and middle class individuals because 
their goals are obtainable more readily d ue to education 
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and occupation. Lower class people living in slums, 
however, have very little access to legitimate avenues 
for obtaining success. Given these conditions, individ-
uals may resort to deviant methods to achieve their goals 
or they may reject socially accepted goals and substitute 
others for them . Strain theory holds the lower class 
youth will follow the second option and develop a separate 
value system that is in conflict with middle-class values 
and middle-class social control agents (Siegel and 
Senna, 1981:106). 
The origin for all strain theories may be found 
in Durkheim (1 897). Durkhe im contended deviance was an 
integral part of a ll societ ies largely because of the norma-
tive structures which defined certain behaviors beyond 
the boundaries of acceptability . Through such normative 
processes, deviant definitions, often of a criminal 
nature, are conferred upon specific acts which in turn 
indicate the very parameters of which is acceptable. 
To account for certain forms of deviance , Durkheim 
developed the concept of "anomie", referring to situations 
within which an acute lack of clarity ex isted in societal 
norms, for example during times of extreme economic 
prosperity or depression . Given that a major function 
of the normative structure is to regulate the actions of 
humans, serious disruptions in the structure could lead 
to a breakdown of t h e socia l system . In the process of 
such a breakdown, there is generated a milieu capable 
of producing crime , del inquency, deviance and a host of 
anti-social disorders (Mannheim, 1972:395). 
The seminal extension of Durkheim's anomie was 
produced by Robert Merton in "Social Structure and 
Anomie" (1 957). In apply ing Durkheim, Merton assumed 
contradictions were i mpl icit in a stratified order 
wherein the culture dictates success goals for all 
citizens and simultaneously limits institutional access 
to these goals beyond the upper strata. Since the lower 
class strata are excluded, they r etaliate by choosing 
deviant a lternatives . Consequently , Merton viewed this 
problem as a contradiction . The lower class aspires to 
success but the s ocial restrictions to the realization 
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of the succes s ambition are not always obvious to the 
class being restr icted. Moreover , Merton contended, 
"they are often aware of a discrepancy between individual 
worth and social rewards , but they do not necessarily see 
how this c omes about" (Merton, 1957 : 145 -147). 
Since its publication , Merton 's anomie theory 
has received praise f or i ts scope and precision; it h2s 
also received considerable criticism . Cohen questions 
the theory's comprehensiveness by insisting human goals 
and beliefs are not fixed and that personal relationships 
may influence delinquent behavior. Siege l and Senna 
contend that Merton's theory also fails to account for 
violent behavior which may be unrelated to the attain-
ment of success (Siegel and Senna, 1981:109-110). 
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Cloward and Ohlin (1960) expanded Merton's theory 
noting that the enviornmental system produces strain 
due to a lack of legitimate alternatives to satisfy 
needs. They contended that "widespread tendencies 
toward delinquent practices in the lower class are modes 
of adaptation to structural strains and inconsistencies 
within the social order" (Cloward and Ohlin , 1960:106). 
Furthermore, these modes of adaptation are passed from one 
generation to the next dooming lower class adolescents to 
defeat and failure (Cloward and Ohlin, 1960:106-107). 
Cloward and Ohlin stipulated that all persons 
occupy positions in both legitimate and illegitimate 
opportunity structures . The nature of the response 
towards legitimate or illegitimate means is determined 
by the position of the individual in his social milieu. 
Thus, in the lower class there is different ial oppor-
tunity not only in an individual 's access to legitimate 
means but als o to his access of illegitimate means. 
Cloward and Ohlin maintain that the limited access to 
illegitimate roles have much to do with the type of 
delinquent subculture that develops (Cloward and Ohlin, 
1960:150- 151 ). 
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Troj anowi cz critic ized Cloward and Ohlin for 
the following shortcoming s : first, there is a difficulty 
in testing and evaluat ing the theory empirically, and 
second, there is th e dif fi culty of translating the 
assumptions into pP=!. c t ical applications (Troj anowicz, 
1973:41). 
The final th~!·)t'Y in the strain perspective is 
Albert Cohen' s wor>k, ., u.-. ·J -~ nq ue nt Boys " ( 19 6 4) . He 
stated delinquenc y j_ ,·, 1·!1:~1 J '1 y a lower class, working 
class phenomenon th .-• .. i .. ::- r:t ..,e sul t of working class boys 
not being abl e to dL ,::, : ~·' -:·:h. midd le clas s institutions . 
Cohen mainta ined tl·~_:;~·~:~ ~ 'j 'F.~nile s become frustrated and 
react against the st:> 1 :t···, : ; u.t .Lons . The se reaction s are 
sanctioned by the :-.~el·;=, ·1 t• .r ; .. ~:.,ubculture which , according 
to Cohe n, " takes its n·:r·· .... ::· ~-·rom the large r culture but 
turns them upsid e down. -~ 1 1:~ ,-I e J. in qu e n t s conduct i s 
right b y the standard s c· ~·:· r··.i. s subculture, precis ely 
because it is wrong by the norms elf t he larger culture" 
(Cohe n, 1964: 28) . Thu s the group S'..lpports each o ther's 
reactions i n the fo rm of delinquency , and places the 
blame on the middle class. 
Cohen c o n tended a important funct i o n of the 
delinquent group is t he legitimation of aggression . 
Working class boys feel hostility, bitterness and 
jealousy t owards the middle class due to the ir own 
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status frus tration. Thu s the legitimation of aggression 
frees the j uvenile to express hi s a ggression against 
the source of hi s fr~ustrat ion . Co hen claimed that the 
delinquent cul ture 1 s a-t ack is o n midd le class values 
through the destr~ction ~f property and the rnisappropri-
ation of goods ( Cohen., .}.96 Y-: l3l- l 34) . 
Cohe n 's '!Or1~; 1j .''·l:·· been critici z ed due to the lack 
of empir ical e v i c! ·:'!L>~ · ..:-J :~; d.pport its valid ity. Siegel and 
Senna cla im recent E.·.:: ·Lr .. ... , ~.:~p ort studi e s i ndicate status 
frustra t i on may be Jnr't: , ,:· ~ ·:. d to delinque n t b ehav ior. 
Also question ed , " ...J.\:> t '<_'· j r: I • I:~ 1:; ategorization of delinquency 
as malic iou s and neg,.1·f '. ~~.~ ·~ .: J .. c .. Ki tsuse and Detrick 
object, p o i nting L~. l''· · . • ~ e~idence that d e l i nque n t 
behavior i s ratiork1.1 ··. ~Jcu lated in mos t c a s e s ( Si egel 
a nd Senna, 1981: 1~')). 
Cultural Deviance TheeL: ; ... ~~ 
--------~~ ........ --~---
Cultural devia. ~-." · ':.: t: hec~~ic~s as sume slum youth 
adhere to a uni qt.:.e va J. lf:· ~.y st-em that exi sts wi th i n t he 
lower c las s which places ~~em in co~flict with the rul e s 
and norms o f the middle c~ass . The ~alue system 
stimulate s l ower class youth into delinquent behav ior, 
and then is t ransmitted from one generat ion t o the next . 
The result of thi s transmission is stable po c k ets of 
delinquency c reated and perpetuated from one generation 
to the next ( Si egel and Senna , 1981 : 98 ). 
A major theory from this perspective is Suther-
land's Differential Association. This theory attempted 
to make sense of the mult iple factors known to be 
associated with crime by organizing and integrating 
these factors into an explanatory theory based on causal 
analysis (Sutherland & Cres sey, 1960:74). 
Sutherland stated there are two types of explan-
ations for criminal behavior . The fir st is historical 
or genetic, and t he second lS situational. The 
situational explanat i on is important because it provides 
an opportunity f or a criminal act to occur. When the 
individual perce ive s a situation and defines it as a 
"crime-committing" s ituat i on he wi l l then act; however, 
the historical or gen etic ex p l ana tion determines whether 
the individ ual has the inc linations and abilities to 
commit the act . This last e xp lanat i on is the basis fo r 
Sutherland' s Differentia l Associat i on theory (Sutherland 
and Cressey, 1960:77) . 
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Sutherland 's theory explains the lower class 
youth' s value syst em through diffe rent ial access t o 
social organizations . The lower c las s youth 's 
associations are limited to the area he is reared, thu s, 
in a slum area access t o value s y s t ems that are . in 
conflict with midd le class society are prevelant ( Suth er-
land and Cressey, 19 60 :79- 80). 
The main criticism directed at Differential 
Association has been the vagueness of its terms and the 
difficulty of testing its assumptions. Despite these 
criticisms, Differential Association has been important 
as it offers an explanation for all types of delinquent 
and criminal behavior (Siegel and Senna, 1981:130). 
The final theory in this perspective focuses on 
lower class members of adolescent street corner groups. 
Hiller (_1958) stated the lower class has a tradition 
different from the middle class, and illegal acts by 
members of the lower class are viewed as a positive 
effort to achieve what is valued within their milieu. 
Moreover, delinquency is a reflection of the lower class 
corner group's norms, values and beliefs (Miller, 1978: 
153). 
Miller ' s v iew of t he delinquent differs from 
the image presented by the strain perspective . Miller 
depicts delinquents as the most persevering and able 
members of their particular community. Miller has 
argued that in order for a boy to become a member of 
the gang he must subordinate his individual preference 
to the interests of the group . Thus, he sees the 
delinquent as a conformist who is in conflict with the 
law because the subculture's standards are different 
from the lar~er societies ( Miller, 1978:149). 
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Miller's theory is primarily directed at 
explaining lower class gang behavior and does make an 
important contribution in understanding this phenomenon. 
However, Mi l l er ' s work has been contradicted by "empirical 
studies that indicate lower class delinquents actually share 
many of the same values a nd attitudes as nondelinquents" 
(Siegel and Senna, 1981:106 ). 
Control Th e ories 
Control theories revolve around the assumption 
that delinquent acts result when an ind ividual's bond to 
society i s weak or broken . There are four e l e ments that 
mak e up t h is bond to society : 
1 . Attachment - refers to the tie s of the 
individual to others . 
2 . Commitment - is the fear that keep s 
individuals from deviating f r om the norm. 
3 . Involvement - assumes that an ind i v idua l i s 
too busy doing conventional th i ng s to engage 
in delinquent behavior . 
4 . Belief - refers to an individual ' s b e l ie f s 
in the rules of society . 
As these four elements are crucial to Control The ory, 
they will b e examined in more detail . 
Belief - Control theories assume wi thin s oc iety 
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there is a common value system. When the norms are being 
violated, Control theory seeks the answer to: "Why does 
a man violat e the rules in which he believes?" It is 
assumed the individual has been socialized into the group 
and thus he believes in the rules he is violating. Con-
trol theorists argue the delinquent rationalizes his 
behavior so he can maintain his belief in them while 
he is violating them (Hirschi, 1969:23-25). 
Attachment - Control theories focus upon the 
bonds which t ie an ind i vidual to society. Attachment 
is a concept that illustrates one such bond by explaining 
an individuars confo rming behavior in society . An 
individual that displays thi s conforming behavior will 
be sensitive to others . Thi s individual will have 
internali zed the norms of society and will not violate 
these norms because it would be contrary to the 
expectations of other people . A person that is not 
bound by the norms of society will not care about the 
expectations of others and will feel free to deviate 
(Hirschi, 196 9 : 16 - 19 ). 
Commi-tme nt - Commitment is the rational component 
in the conformity of an individual. An individual con-
sidering a delinquent act must c onsider the cost of that 
behavior, and the risk he runs of losing the investment 
made in conventional behavior. Commitment assumes that the 
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interests of most peop le would be endangered if they were 
to engage ln delinquent acts. Commitment also suggests 
that ambition and/or aspiration plays a part in producing 
conformity (Hirschi, 1969 :20-21). 
Involvement - The concept of involvement assumes 
that if one is engrossed in conventional activities there 
is little time for dev iant behavior. Many sociologists 
hold the view that "Idle hands are the devil's workshop" 
and that too much leisure produce s a set of values which 
lead to delinquency (Hirschi , 1969:22-23). 
Thus the an swer ·to the quest ion, "Why don't we 
do it?" resides in the bond s one has to society . It 
appears the more closely an individual lS tied to con-
ventional society, the more likely one is to be bound by 
the four element s of the bond and thus to conventional 
behavior. 
Containment Theory (originated by Walt er Reckless) 
departed from prior sociolog ical theories by devoting 
attention to the individual characteristics of the 
individual . Containment theory works on the assumption 
that there are two sources of control over an individual's 
behavior. One is an external social structure that holds 
people in line and the other is an internal structure 
which keeps individuals from deviating from the social 
and legal norms. The two containments work together as 
a defense against dev iation from these social and legal 
norms (Reckless, 1978:188) . 
Although outer and inner containment are often 
viewed as distinct entities , they are very interrelated. 
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The basic component of inner containment lS the individual's 
self concept, while the basic components of outer con-
tainment are the institutions within which the individual 
is involved. The individual 's lnner containment, or self 
concept, is influenced by, and partly made up of, 
perceptions of the enviornment and the institutions in 
which one participates ( Reckle ss, 197 3 : 195 ). 
Containment Theory's major strength is its ability 
to explain both conforming and deviant behavior of youth 
ln high crime areas . The major shortcomings are ambiguity 
of terms, the inability of the theory to be te sted 
empirically and its failure to distinguish between types 
of delinquent behavior ( Siegel and Senna, 1981:142). 
Similar to Containment Theory , Matza's Drift 
Theory attempted to explain both delinquent and non-
delinquent behavior. Matza defined drift as episodic 
release from moral constraint . He contended that an 
individual that drifts is "neither compelled nor committed 
to deeds nor freely choosing them: neither different ln 
any simple or fundamental sense from the law abiding, nor 
the same; conforming to certain traditions in American 
life while partially unreceptive to other more conventional 
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traditions" CMatza, 1964 :28).. The delinquent is involved 
in delinquent behavior and in a wide variety of conventional 
activity. Thus the individual who is involved in delin-
quent behavior is ne ither committed to delinquent or 
conventional behavior . According to Matza, the 
delinquent a s drifter "more approximates the substantial 
majority of juvenile delinquents who do not become adult 
criminals than the minority who do " (Matza, 1964:29). 
Drift Theo r y make s several major contributions 
to the field of delinquency . First , the theory accounts 
for the teenage del inquent who does not become an adult 
criminal. Second, i t does not pre suppose tha t juvenile 
delinquents reject all midd le class values and beliefs. 
Finally, the theory provides a log ical explanation for 
many delinquent ac t i vities other theoretical orientations 
were unable to expla i n. 
The major critic ism of Drift Theory is it fails 
to distingui sh why certain juven iles consistently drift 
into delinquency and others do not (Siegel and Senna, 
1981:135). 
Johnson (1979) developed a causal mod~l of de -
linquent behavior containing many of the elements found 
in Control Theory, but also incorporating various elemeni:'S 
· and Cul+ural Deviance theories . Accord-found in Straln --
hl·s model is based on the following seven ing to Johns on, 
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variables considered r e levant to delinquent behavior: 
1. social c lass , 
2. paren t-child re l at i onships, 
3. s choo l exper iences , 
4. futur e - ori en·ted s t rain, 
5 . delinquent ass ocia t e s , 
6. delinq ent v~lues , a nd 
7. d e terrence . .~Jro ugh fear o f t hreatened 
punishmen t . 
Johnson contend ed the ·:,l-,_.1_ ··::rucial e lements of the model 
are the ado le scent s' di~ r· .. -·:.iJTJert s to parent s and school. 
(Johnson, 1979:1 16 ) . 1 
Summary 
Based on st 11r~j ':::. .. ; r~.-~~~;e.n ed in the rev l e w o f the 
literature, one may cor..( <.".'!'~- tha rec idivi sts appear to be 
responsible f o r a large ..JI"'Oport:i.c'n of the cr imes cornmi tted 
throughout the n a tion. 0f partic~l~r intere st to this 
study is the c onclusion made by many researchers that 
juvenile recidivists have a higher probabil ity of 
becoming adult offenders tha~ any othe r group of juveniles 
or adults. Thes e conc l usions indicate the n e ed for a 
lThe theore t i cal orientation fo r this investiga-
. ' l model For a n ex p_ anded tlon is based on J ohnson s causa~ - · 
analysis of hi s model, see Chapter III . 
I 
causal model that will predict which juvenile offenders 
will be most likely of becoming recidivists. An attempt 
at such a model is Pallone and Hennessy's study on 
recidivism proneness among parolees which was reviewed 
in this chapter . Through the use of multivariate 
research methods, the authors determined which predictor 
variables best explained recidivism. They also 
emphasized the importance of using multivariate research 
methods in predicting recidiv ism. Pallone and Hennessy's 
study is important to this investigation because it sets 
a precedence for using multivariate research method s in 
predicting recidivism, however, the population under 
study for this investigation is considerably different 
than the parolees used in the Pallone and Hennessy 
study. 
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To aid in the development of a causal model 
suitable for juveniles, various factors assoc iated with 
delinquency were examined. Broken homes as a causal factor 
has generated considerable debate among sociologists. 
The broken home has run the gambit from being the most 
important var i.able influencing delinquency to h a ving no 
influence at all. Currently, many sociologists contend 
that the disharmony in the home , be it an intact or 
broken home, weakens the juvenil~s ties to society and 
increases the likelihood of delinquency . 
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The spatial patterning of delinquency appears to 
be a significant variable for the causal model. Several 
studies indicate that the nature of delinquency appears 
to be the same between rural and urban settings, however, 
the incidence of delinquency appears to be lower in rural 
areas. Also of importance to the model is the factor of 
school achievement . Studies indicate the juvenile that 
does poorly in school is more likely to be involved in 
delinquent behavior than the child that does well ln 
school. The final variable of importance to this study 
is that of delinquent companions . Research into this area 
indicate s that most delinquency is committed with delin-
quent peers. 
The variables of sibling posit ion and family size 
appear to be indirec t causal factors that are of 
significance when combined with the variabl e broken home . 
The variable of IQ has produced conflicting views among 
sociologists as to its effect on delinquency . Numerous 
studies indicate the delinquent has scored lower on IQ 
tests, however these scores have been criticized on the 
grounds they ~ack cultural interpretation . 
The final section in this review of the litera-
ture examined the Strain , Cultural Dev iance and ·Control 
perspectives . These major theories offer differing 
explanations for the cause and effect the above stated 
factors have on delinquency. Strain theorists contend 
adolescents are dr iven to delinquency as a result of 
frustration exper ienced because of an inability to 
achieve legit imate s uccess goals. Therefore, juveniles 
commit crimes to gain corrnnodities that society has con-
vinced them as being important to obtain. 
Cul t ural deviance theorists stress ·the adherence 
to the norms and expectations of juveniles to their 
associates. Therefore, the adolescent is drawn into 
delinquent ac ts in an attemp t to live up to perceived 
expectations of delinquent as sociates. 
Contro l theoris ts state a juvenile's stake in 
conformity revo lves around the formation of bonds to 
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society. Control theories a ccount fo r many of the factors 
associated with delinquency examined in this investigation. 
The family is a pr imary bond to society. Therefore, 
juveniles from broken homes, juveniles who are inter-
mediate children and juveniles from large families have 
increased prospects of becoming involved in delinquent 
behavior because o f their weak bonds to society . The 
school also forms a maj or bond to soc iety for adolescents. 
Therefore, juveniles who do not perform well in school 
are more likely to commit delinquent acts because of their 
weak bonds to society. 
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Johnson attempts to pull these three perspectives 
together into a workable model. He contends that each of 
the theoretical orientations contain insights into the 
understanding of de linquent behavior. Johnson states 
that his model incorporates the most promising insights 
from various perspectives into a single causal model, 
with the goal of predicting delinquent behavior (Johnson, 
1979:138). 
Chap ter III will pull together the major 
theoretical orientations through Johnson's model. 
CHAPTER III 
THE ORETICAL FRAMEWORK 
Introduction 
The purpos e o f this chapter is to develop a 
theoretical fr amework that will describe, explain and 
predict de linque nc y. Ac cording to Hirschi, the three 
major pers pectives best accounting for delinquency are 
Strain, Control and Cul t ural Deviance Theories. Each 
of these perspect i ves wa s rev iewed ln Chapter II. 
Johnson se lects elements f rom each perspective and 
incorporates them into a causal model for delinquency 
(Johnson, 1979: 1). Th is model will be used as the 
theoretical framewor k g1l l ng the present investigation. 
The r emaind er of th i s chapter will examine 
Johnson's causal model of d el inquency and apply his 
framework to this i nvestigat i on by developing testable 
hypotheses pertinen t to this stud y. 
Assumptions 
In deve lop i ng a causal model utilizing numerous 
perspectives, Johnson makes three assumptions about 
juveniles and delinquency . first, he aggregates all 
delinquent acts and assumes there is a commonality in 
the causal mechanisms . Second, he contends his model 
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applies to all American juvenile males and females, 
regardless of race, social class or adolescent age 
range. Third, h i s mo d e l focuses on the way American 
society is t oday, a n d it is not concerned with cross 
cultural compari s o ns . Johnson assumes, moreover, that 
most delinquency is uniform throughout the country, 
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with little evidenc e of any delinquent subcultures exist-
lng. John son sums up by stating the purpose of the 
model is to "formulate a n explanation of a wide variety 
of law violation s committed by a wide variety of juveniles, 
focusin g on s ocial and espe c ially social psychological 
pro c e s s e s " ( J ohn son , l 9 7 9 : 4 2 - 4 5 ) . 
A Mo del of Delinquent Be havior 
In Johnson's model of delinquent behavior, there 
are eleven elements which contribute ei t her directly 
or indirectly to the causation of d e linquency. Each 
element has been drawn from the traditions of research 
in Control, Strain and Cultural Deviance theories as 
rev iewed in Chapter II . For the sake of precision, the 
defini t ion o f the terms covered in Chapter II, Rev iew of 
the Literature , will be rephrased in the vocabulary used 
by Johnson. 
Attachment t o Parent s - refers to the closeness 
of the parent-ch ild relat i onship . "It entai l s feelings 
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of love, respect, desire to be near and to please parents, 
and it includes the actual sharing of time and feelings 
with them." The unstated assumption is the control theory 
reasoning t hat the attached youth has a greater stake in 
conformity (Johnson, 19 79:48) . 
Attachment to School - "entails enjoyment of 
school and school related activities, positive feelings 
about teachers and a willingness to put forth the effort 
necessary to succeed" (,J ohnson , 19 7 9 : 4 9) . 
Love/Concern of Parent for Child - "should 
reflect itself in the ways the child feels he or she is 
treated by the parents . " The greater the parents' love, 
the greater the self-es~eem f elt by the child which 1s 
a major cause of the child's attachment to parents 
(Johnson, 1979: 50-51). 
Success of Performance 1n School - is 1n part 
dependent upon the amo unt o f succe ss the adolescent has 
enjoyed there in the past. Poor school performance 
appears to be related to dislike for school (Johnson, 
1979:5 2) . 
future-Oriente d Perceived Strain - 1s presumed 
to be one mechanism through which school failur e leads 
to detachment from school (Johnson, 1979:54) . 
Social Class - as used by Johns on employs the 
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underclass/earning class model. This is a dichotomous 
conception of the very poor versus the rest of society. 
Being from a very poor family (underclass) is presumed "to 
affect negatively the ch~ld's chances for school success 
and for receiving rewarding, esteem-building treatment 
from his or her parents" (Johnson, 1979:55) . 
Delinquent Associates refer s to being ln the 
company of others - each with a degree of situational 
acceptance of delinquent behavior " in the name of such 
socially valued ends as excitement, loyalty to friends, 
daring, retributive justice or possession of expensive 
goods - is likely sometimes to result in misbehavior" 
(Johnson, 1979:59). 
Delinquent Values - are viewed on a continuum , 
along which the likelihood of accepting law violations 
varies under certain circumstances . " In other words, 
adolescents are sometimes motivated into illegalities by 
seeing those acts as situationally acceptable " (Johnson, 
1979:59). 
Anticipated Peer Approval for Delinquency -
lS a common shared misunderstanding among adolescents that 
delinquent behavior is situationally expected and/or 
approved by their associates . '' Delinquent acts seem 
more acceptable in the group context than they appear 
to be ln isolation" (Johnson, 1979:65). 
Perceived Risk of Apprehension - lS altered by: 
l. minimizing the chances of being caught 
beca use numerou s de linquent acts that 
are committed go unde tected , and 
2. being in the presence of peers confers a 
safety-in-numbers feeling on the adolescent 
(Johnson, 1979:66 ). 
Susceptibility to Peer Influence - lS best 
avoided by forming attachments to conventional society. 
However, those who h ave weak ties t o conventional 
society will tend to fl ock together wi th others who are 
similarly less controll ed from dev iance and more accept-
ing of illegal ities ( Johnson , 1979:67 - 68 ) . 
According to Johnson, the basic and most crucial 
elements of the model are the attachment s that an 
adolescent forms to his parents and to his school . In a 
sense these are the bui lding blocks of his model which 
presumes that a youth who feels attachment to others 
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will have a greater stake in conformity . The model begins 
with this basi c building block : 
Attachment to 
Parents 
l+ 
Attachme nt 
School 
to 
~ Del inquent 
Behavior 
Johnson dec l a r e s tha t a n adolescent who feels attachment 
to his parents will have a close parent-child relation-
ship. Similar l y :. a j u.venile who has a positive feeling 
about school and _i_ s 'i.f.~] J.: 11 g to put forth enough effort 
to succeed wi ll fe-el ,l-: __ .,_. :~cr1ment t owards school. In both 
instances, the grea u::r. - , .... degree of attachment the less 
chance of being .in\ CJ!. · ·., - ·: del inquent behavior as noted 
in the mode l by t1E 
relation. 
, 
'·. 
The a r:.. ow i ··. 
Attachment to sch•,)(J -~ 
": -~:h i ndicates an inverse 
r ::.hme.nt to p arents to 
r" • .. r_E.S an adole s cent 'S conform-
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1ng to hi s paren t· 1s ./; 11t school suc cess is important. 
The child t hat i ~> .~ :• his par n t s wi ll strive to 
"pleas e " by doing \-.;r: .L :-.-}1 ~·,J .. L. This i s indicated 1n 
the mode l by a sin ~Jc , . -~ ·: i ~~ d ~::> e s not ref 1 e c t a 
direct link to de l j :rl ·L. •.· r':,tn~-;on, 197 9 : 48 -50). 
J h ~r ·j :.· n _ ]. ,--_l • ..-__ 1·:··.•]-_ .,._.(' -l"'•·~f l ect the Strength o n s on ex p ct. i ( .: < - _ ' J ~ 
of the adole s cent's at-e .. : .1:·,_- ·: ·_::, -~~:; _;_::.:·.::.r''': 1-U3 and school . 
-t -~·_.,-;:~1 .-:;:::::-:----
Love/concern 
of parent for 
child 
Success of 
per formar ce 
i n s c hoo l 
~' .: .... c. ~--· + .:.; "·-.,. - --
-:.::=--..::.:..:::~ 
\ ~ Del inquent 
\ Behavio r 
~tachment ;::?J 
to School 
p 
-
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Johnson contends the search for self-esteem by adolescents 
is "the invisible mechani sm through which parental love 
and school success lead to attachments to parents and 
schools'' (Johnson, 1979 :50). S~lf-esteem is the key to 
a formation of a bond to society by children . This bond, 
formed through relationship s with members of society, is 
the foremos t aid in the prevention of delinquency. The 
most importan t bond is the parent-child relationship. 
In the parent- child relationship , the amount of love or 
concern the parent reflect s on the child is directly related 
to how a child feel s about himself or herself . The more 
the child perceive s the parent s love, the more attachment 
the child will feel toward s the parent . On the other 
hand, if a child percejves parental rejec t i on, he or she 
wil l feel less at ·ta(:::hment to parents and consequently 
his or her stake in conformity is lowered . Similarly, 
the attachment an adolescent feels toward s school is 
direct l y related to the child's succes s in school. The 
fi nal path i n this par t of the mode l represents the 
influence a parent's love and concern for the child h a s 
on t he adole scent's chances for success in school . 
Johnson affi rms that a parent who cares fo r his or her 
child is willing to support and aid the child 1n school, -
thus enhancing the child 's chances at succe ss in schoo l 
(Johnson, 1979:50-5 2) . 
The model i s further extended with the addition 
of social clas s a nd strain: 
Love/ concern======)~ Attachment 
of parent to parents 
Social 
class 
for child 
~Success of 
~erformance ~ 
~ 
Strain~ 
J .. n school~
Johnson takes into account the role of Strain in context 
with school success. Howe ver , he points out that Strain 
plays a relatively minor role in the model. Johnson 
states that strain is " o ne mechani sm through which 
school failur e l eads to de tachmen t from school, but 
only one possible rotte 11 (Johnson , 1979 :54). 
Johnson re lates social class to attachment to 
parents and to attachment to school . In dealing with 
social class, he utili zes the underclass/earning class 
model for soc ial class. This model presumes the very 
poor family negatively affects the child's chances for 
school success a nd for esteem building by the parents. 
Johnson points out that "social class will not be 
presumed to relate to delinquent behavior in any way 
other than through generating d ifferentials in parent 
and schoo l attachment" (_Johnson, 1979 :55). 
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I 
Johnson builds on to the model by including 
delinquent assoc iates and delinquent values. 
Attachment 
parents t o ==-~=:::::::~==~~ 
~ ~ Delinquent 
"-. ~ --r Behavior 
' Delinquent~~ 
Associates ~ ~ 
~ 
Delinquent 
Values 
Adolescents who are less attached to parents and school 
are more a pt to s e ek out other ' s companionsh ip who als o 
feel little attachment and thus little de s ire for 
conformity i n s ociety . Related to delinquent associates 
is del inquen t values . The more an individual beg ins 
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to relate to other delinquent companions, the mor e like ly 
he is t o al ter h i s values away from convent i onal values 
to delin quen t values ( John s on, 1979:60-62) . 
The last t hree element s of the model are antici-
pated peer approva l for delinquency, perce ived risk of 
apprehen s i on for delinquency and susceptibility to peer 
influences . Johnson contends the search for peer ap pr o val 
is a powerful influence used by delinqu ent companions fo r 
generating d e linquent conduct . Also of i mportance is the 
perceived r i s k of apprehe n s ion . Delinquent associates 
influence othe r adolescents by minimiz i ng t h e risk of 
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apprehension. Finally, Johnson includes susceptibility 
to peer influenc e . The adolescents' self-esteem lS 
formed through attachments to society. Positive self-
esteem is developed through rewarding relationships with 
parents and school . When these are absent, the adolescent 
must search elsewhere to fulf ill these needs and becomes 
more susceptible to delinquent companions (Johnson, 
1979: 67-7 0). 
Johnson's basic theoretical framework states: 
"it is based on numerous empirical findings 
and incorporates causal processes fr om 
apparently widely divergent orientations. 
It can be character ized as an 'attachment' 
brand of control theory, but it also 
includes an apprec iation for t he roles 
in genera ting delinquent behavior of 
class, strain, peers, values and 
perceived risks. It could also be 
tagged as a brand of differential 
association theory that includes a place 
for social controls and so forth . Indeed, 
perhaps one of its greatest asset s is 
the difficulty in naming it. It is truly 
a step in the direction of integrating many 
prominent, often competing, conceptions 
into one testable formulation" (Johnson, 
1979:70). 
• 
The completed model: 
Future 
oriented to 
perc~ived ~ 
straln ~ " 
Attachment to 
Perceived risk~ 
of apprehension 
for delinquency 
-
Johnson' s concep t ual framework, the review of 
the literature a n d generally held princ iples from the 
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discipline of sociology suggest the following theoretical 
propositions : 
I. The family is a major source for transmitting 
societal norms. 
A. The child who is attached to his/her 
parents is likely to follow the norms 
of society. 
B. A weakening of the family weakens the 
attachment process. 
c. Family composition affects the family 
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structure. 
l. Juveniles from large families are 
not as likely to be strongly attached 
to parents as juveniles from small 
familie s. 
2 . Juveniles who are intermediate children 
are not as likely to be strongly 
attached to parents as juveniles 
occupying other positions in the 
family structure. 
D. Social Clas s affects the attachment 
process between parents and children. 
1 . Lower social class membership 
decreases the likeliho od of strong 
attachments to parents . 
II. The school is a major source for transmitting 
societal norms, one of which is conformity . 
A . Positive exper iences in school increase 
the adolescent 's stake in conformity. 
1 . Poor school achievement decreases 
the likelihood of the stud ent feeling 
committed to societal norms . 
2 . Juveniles who drop out of school have 
a greater probability of poor 
academic achievement , thus feeling 
III . 
le s s commitment to society. 
B. I n te ll i gence (measured by IQ) affects 
the amoun t of school achievement the 
juveni le a ttains. 
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1. Juveni l e s with below average intelli-
gence a re not as likely to attain 
schoo l s uccess as those with averag e 
and above i ntellig ence, and thus they 
f ee l l ower attachment t o societal 
norms . 
C. Involvement in conv e ntional activities 
leads to greater s ocietal bonding. 
D. School func tions and work are major 
forms of co nve ntional activities . 
1 . The greater a juvenile ' s i n v o l vemen t 
in schoo l activitie s a n d work, t he 
more likely he/she is t o be c ommitt e d 
TO s ocietal norms . 
2 . Juvenile s who are not i nvo lved ln 
conventiona l a ct i vitie s a r e more 
likely t o c ommit ser i ous o f fenses 
than juveni l es involv ed in c o n v ention-
a l act iv ities . 
Peer group s are a ma j or transmi tter of 
s ocietal n orms . 
• 
A. Positiv e experiences with law-abiding 
peers leads t o a commitment to societal 
norms . 
1 . Juveniles who associate with 
delinquents a r e likely to be less 
committed to soc i etal norms. 
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IV . Community size affects attac hment to societal 
norms . 
A. Larger communities, as comp ared to 
smaller communities, exert l e ss normative 
influence on juveniles . 
1 . Juveniles from farming c ommunities 
and small towns are more l ikely to be 
attached to the norms of t h e commu n -
ity than juveniles from citie s. 
V. Beliefs are mean s of bonding an ind i vidua l 
to the norms of society . 
A. Beliefs about sexual values i nf luence 
juvenile behaviors which may b e a t 
variance with the norms of societ y . 
1 . Males are less likely t o fo l l ow the 
norms of society than f ema l e s . 
B. Confl i cting beliefs about the s t atus o f 
adolescents in society lead s to r ole 
• 
confusion for adolescents. 
1. The younger the juvenile, the 
more likely he/she is to continually 
violate the norms of society. 
Based on the theoretical propositions stated, the 
following fo ur tee n null and research hypotheses are tested 
in this inve st i g a tion: 
HN1 There will be no d ifference between male and female 
juveniles and recid i v ism . 
HR
1 
Males will exhibit higher rates of recidivism than 
females. 
HN
2 
There wi l l be no difference between a juvenile's 
age at hi s or her first adjudication and recidivism. 
HR 2 The yo unge r the juvenile at his or her first 
adjudication the higher the rate of recidivism. 
HN 3 There will b e no difference between the slze of a 
juvenile's f amily a nd recidiv ism. 
HR
3 
The larger the s i ze of a juvenile's family , the 
higher the rat e of recid i v ism. 
HN
4 
There will be no difference between a juvenile's 
position in the family and recidivism . 
HR Juveniles classified as middle children wi ll have 
4 
higher rates o f recid ivism than child ren classified 
as oldest, y oungest or only children. 
HN 5 There will be no difference between juveniles from 
broken homes and recid~vism. 
HR 5 Juveniles from broken homes will have h~gher rates 
of recidivism than juveniles from intact homes. 
HN 6 There will be no difference between a juvenile's 
school achievement and rec idivism. 
HR 6 Juveniles with low school achievement will have 
higher rates of recidivism than juveniles with 
average or high school achievement . 
HN
7 
There will be no difference between complet ion of 
school and recidivism. 
HR 7 Juveni les who drop out of school will exhibit 
higher rates of recidivism than juveniles who stay 
in school . 
HN
8 
There will be no differe nce between a juvenile's 
employement status and recidivism . 
HR
8 
Juveniles who do not work will exhibit higher rates 
of recidivism than juveniles that do work . 
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HNg There will be no difference between a juvenile's 
involvement in conventional activitie s and recidivism~ 
HRg Juveniles who are not involved in conventional 
activities will e xhibit higher rates of recidivism 
than juveniles who are involved in conventiona l 
-
activities . 
HN10 There will be no difference between a juvenile's 
place of residence and recidivism. 
HR10 Juveniles residing in the city will exhibit higher 
rates of r ecidivism than juveniles residing within 
the county. 
HN11 There will be no difference between a delinquent's 
as sociates and recidivism . 
HR
11 
Juveniles who commit offenses with delinquent 
a ssociates will exhibit higher rates of recidivism 
than juveniles who commit their offenses alone. 
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HN12 There will be no difference between the seriousness 
of offense and recidiv ism . 
HR
12 
Juveniles who commit serious offenses will exhibit 
higher rates of rec idivism than juve n iles who do 
not commit serious offense s. 
HN
13 
There will be no difference between a juvenile's 
intelligence and recidivism . 
HR
13 
Juveni les with be l ow norma l intell igence will 
exh ibit higher rates of recidivism than juveniles 
with normal or above normal inte lligence. 
HN14 There will be no difference between the 
socio-economic status of a juvenile's parents 
and recidivism of the juvenile. 
HR14 A juvenile with parents who have a low socio-
economic status will exhibit higher rates of 
recidivism than a juvenile with parents who have 
an average or above socio-economic status. 
Each o f the variables presented in the null and 
research hy potheses will be operationally specified ln 
the foll owing chapt er , Research Design. 
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CHAPTER IV 
RESEARCH DESIGN 
Introduction 
This chapter presents this investigation's 
research design which describes the units of analysis, 
the data c o ll e c tion techn iques, the operational speci-
ficati ons of ma j o r variables, the modes of analyses 
and the level of sign ificance~ 
Units of Analy s is 
For t he purpo se of this study, the population 
being inv e stiga ted i s t h o se juveniles adjudicated either 
as a delinquent or as a Child in Need of Supervision 
(CHI N) by the Brookings J uvenile Court between 1970 and 
1977. The t otal CHI J/del inquent population for this 
study numbers 449 . 
The s mal lest unit for this study would be each 
individual juvenil e who has been adjudicated by the 
juvenile cour t between 197 0 and 1977 . The major focus, 
however, is up on the t ota l group, given that the purpose 
of this investigat i on is to find trends that best 
characteri ze be h a v i or at that group level . 
Data Collectio n 
Data pertinent to each of the variables were 
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collected from the juvenile probation files for 
Brookings County f or the time period 1970-1977. The 
data were coded, k ey punched and verified for computer 
manipulation using standard statistical measures and 
mathematical applicat ions. 
Data were collected to: 
1. provide a descript ive analysis of the 
characteristics that best portray the 
delinquent child in Brookings County from 
1970 through 197 7, 
2 . determine the extent of the variance between 
the one-time offender and the recidivist, 
74 
3. develop a model that will predict which 
one- time offenders have a greater probability 
of becoming recidivists, and 
4 . f inal ly, to draw appropriate implications 
for recommendations . 
Dependent Variable: Recidivism 
The dependent variable for this study lS 
recidivism. Recidivism is operationalized by the 
following criteria: a juvenile has had more than one 
adjudication by the Brookings Juvenile Court for 
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either CHIN or delinquent offenses. 1 
Independent Variabl es 
The data fo r the independent variables used in 
this study wer e contained in the juvenile probation files 
and operationalized as follows: 
x1 Gender - male and female. 
X2 Age - the age of the juvenile at the time of 
his or her first adjudication. Children 
under 10 years of age were coded as 10. 
X3 Number o f children ln family - the total 
number of children in the family including 
the delinquent child. For families with 
more than nlne children, the code of nine was 
used. 
x
4 
Position of the child in the family - the 
position the delinquent child occupies within 
the family . There were four coded positions : 
only child, fir st child, intermediate child 
or last child . 
lror this study , a child can be adjudicated in 
one of two ways: . . . 
a. the juvenile c ourt flnds the chlld has commltted 
a delinquent act and declares the juvenile a delinquent 
child, or 
b. the juvenile court finds ~he c~ild to ~e i~ 
need of supervision and declares the JUVenlle a Chlld ln 
Need of Supervision . 
X Broken home - whether one or both. of the 
5 
biological parents of th€ delinquent have 
experienced a death, divorce, desertion or 
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s eparat ion . There were two coded categories: 
intact homes 1 and broken homes. 
x 6 School achievement - measured by the grades 
obtained in s c hool by the delinquent prior to 
his or her adjudication. The grades were 
averaged and coded using the following 
scale: F = Failure, D = Below Average, 
C = Average , B = Above Average, A = Outstand-
lng. 
x
7 
School dropout - whether the juvenile has 
dropped out of school (according to school 
records found in the probat ion files) prior 
to his first or subs equent adjudication . 
Ther e were two coded positions ; yes and no. 
x8 Juvenile employment - whether the juvenile 
has a job, be it part time or full time, 
pr ior to his f irst or subsequent adjudication. 
There were two coded positions; yes a nd no. 
l An intact home indicate s that the delinquent's 
biological parents have never ~xperienced a family 
disruption, such as death or dlvorce! 
x9 Involvement in organized activities - this 
variable indicates whether or not the 
juvenile lS involved ln one or more 
activities, includes both school and extra-
curricular activities connected with the 
school , such as FFA. There were two coded 
positions; ye s and no. 
x10 Residence of juvenile - refers to the locale 
where the juvenile's home is located , this 
was coded using the following categories: 
Brookings, rural farm (the family lives on 
and works the farm), rural non- farm (the 
family lives in the country , but not on a 
workin farm) and rura l town (in cludes all 
the towns in Brookings County , excluding the 
city of Brookings) . 
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x
11 
Delinquent companions - this variable ind icates 
whether the del inquent was a ssisted by one 
or more companions during the commission of 
his or her delinquent act . There were two 
coded positions ; yes and no . 
x
12 
Seriousness of offense - the delinquent acts 
c ommit t ed by juveniles in this study were 
coded into two c las sifications : serious 
and non- ser i ous. The follow ing offenses were 
considered serious: assault, bu~glary, 
fraud, grand theft and sex offenses. All 
other offen ses were defined as non-serious. 
x13 Int elligence - the intelligence of each 
j uvenile was measured by IQ tests given 1n 
the schools and at the Guidance Center. The 
scores were coded using the Stanford Binet 
Sca le, wi th the lowest I Q for this study 
being 75 and the highest being 130. 
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x
14 
Parent's socio-economic status - the parent's 
socio-economic status was measured using the 
fat h er's and mother's occupation (if any) 
as coded o n the Duncan SES Index . Duncan 's 
Index range s from l to 99 . For this study, 
the scores were divided into three group s: 
blue collar (scores l through 39 on Duncan's 
SES Index) , white collar (40 through 64 on 
Duncan' s Index) and professionals (65 through 
99 on Duncan's Index) . 
Mode of Analy sis 
The init ial analysis sought to determine whether 
a statist ical difference existed between each independent 
variable and the dependent variable . To test for 
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independence, the chi- square test was utilized Cp (. . 0 5) . 1 
The next step measured the correlation between the 
independent variables found to be significant at the .05 
level a nd the depende n t variable . Kendall's tau was used 
to measure the association . Tau b was used with square 
tables whil e tau c was used with rectangular tables. 
Kendall's t au illustrate~ the direction and the strength 
of the o rdering of pairs . Kendall 's tau ranges from +1 
(when the posit ive value o f the concordant pairs 
predominate) to -1 (whe n t he negative value of the 
discordant pairs predomina t e) (Nie et al , 1975 : 227 - 228) . 
The third port i o n o f the analys is involved an 
examinat i on of the relationship between the independent 
varia bles and the dependent var iab l e utilizing the step -
wise mul tiple regression statist ical technique . 2 Multiple 
regression can be used as a d escriptive tool "by which 
l The chi - square tests statistical significance. 
It helps " d e termine whether a systematic relationship 
exists between two varia bles." Small value s of chi -
square i nd icate the abs ence ?f a re lat io~ship , or . 
statistic a l independence , whl le large chl-~ quare s liDply 
11 a systemati c relationshi p of some s ort exlsts between 
the variable s!! ( Nie et a l , 1975: 22 3-224} . 
2r o r a compre h e nsiv e descrip~ion of the ~ormula, 
interpretation and c omp u t er ._pr o grammlng for mult:ple _. 
regress ion, see Chap t e r 20 ln the SPSS manual (Nle et al, 
1975). 
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the linear dependence of one variable on others is 
summarized and decompo sed" (Nie et al, 1975:321). There 
are three important uses of multiple regression as a 
descriptive tool that are pertinent to this research: 
form: 
1. " To find the best linear prediction 
equation a nd evaluate its prediction 
accuracy ." 
2. " To control for other confounding factors 
in order to evaluate the contribution of a 
specific var iable or se t of variables." 
3. "To find structural re l ations and provide 
explanations fo r seeming ly complex multi-
variate relationships" (Nie et al, 1975:321). 
The formula for the regression equation assumed the 
. + Bk Xk (Nie et al, 
1975: 328). 
Significance Level 
The level of significanc e s pec ified throughout 
this i nvestigation was p ( . 0 5 . 
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CHAPTER V 
ANALYSIS OF THE FINDINGS 
Introduction 
This chapter reports the findings for this study. 
The findings are divided into four sections in order to 
profile the data followi ng the objectives for this study. 
The first section is a d escriptive analysis of the data, 
the second is a tes t of the null and research hypotheses, 
the third section c ontrol s fo r extraneous- variance and the 
last section is a r egression analysis. 
Descriptive Analysis 
Objective o ne of this study was to profile the 
relevant character istics o f t he 449 juveniles adjudicated 
in the Brookings J uve n i le Court between 1970 and 1977. 
The first cha racteristic divide s the juvenile 
population by gender. Table 3 indicates that 78 percent 
of the 449 juveniles were ma le while 22 percent were 
female . 
Sex 
Male 
Female 
N=449 
TABLE 3 
GENDER 
Ab solute Frequency 
350 
99 
Relat ive Frequency ( %) 
78 
22 
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The second c haracteristic reflects the age of 
the juvenile at hi s or her firs t adjudication in juvenile 
court. Tab le 4 indicates that a maj ority of the juveniles, 
53 percent, were i~ The ir late teens (16 and 17 years 
old) whe n fir st ad ~} t.: u ica t e d. On the other hand, juveniles 
in their pre- teens ( 1 0, l l and 12) only account for 8.2 
percent of the toi·aJ . !uv en i les in the ir early teens 
(13, 14 and 1 5) accc)t n t f or 3 8 . 8 percent of the delinquent 
population. 
TAB LE Y-
Age Abso l u t e Frequ e ncy 1· · l ve Frequency ( %) 
10 ''1 I 1.6 
11 1 3 2. 9 
12 1 7 3 . 8 
13 39 8 . 7 
14 57 12 .7 
15 7 8 1 7 . 4 
16 11 3 2 5 . 2 
17 1 2 5 27 .8 
N=4 49 
The next category indicate s the actual number of 
children in the family, including the de linquent . 
Families with nlne or more children were classified as 
having nine children . Small familie s Cone and two 
children) accoun t:ed f or 11.7 percent of the delinquent 
population using t he adjusted frequenc y . 
TAB LE 5 
TOTA L NU1BER OF CHILDREN I N FAM ILY 
Number o f 
Children 
Abf,o1 ute 
r l"' e que '1 c y 
Relative 
Fr•e quency 
Adjusted 
Frequency 
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--· .. ·- -·-·"·-··" ________ .... ----------------
1 ; -, 
,..._. 
4 2 7 t_ . 
2 :; f) cs () 9 . 0 
. .., (-
- G :J 19 . 0 3 
4 ~i ~.; .s 23 . 0 
5 .:.; r\ L L 17 0 
6 ~) 'l ·-2 0 13 5 
7 ') C' L 0 s u 6 . 5 
8 15 
r\ 3 3 7 
9 22 L' 9 5 5 
Unknown 49 10 . 9 
N=449 
Middl e size famili es (three , fou r and f ive 
children) tota led 59 percent while large famil ies 
(families with six or more children) numbered 29 . 2 
percent of the four hundred cases where the data were 
-
known . In a lmo st l l percent of the cases the family 
size was unk novJn . 
The f ourth c·d:~~e gory s how s t he child's position 
in the fami l y . T<:.bJe 6 ind icate s t hat a majority, 49.7 
percent, of t he j uv e n i1 e s \t>~ere j nt :..rmediate children 
while firs t ch i l dr ~n ( 20 . 7 ~ c~ce~tt) a nd last children 
(26 . 7 percent ) we r e c; .. ::.:: ( ~ pc·cc:c rtt,:'~ge wis e. Only 
children ac coun ·ted :·1. or· 
population . 
Position 
Only 
First 
Intermediate 
Last 
Unknown 
N=449 
CH I LD r ~· 
Ab·' . 
.F'r < 
l. 9 J 
lCJ7 
per.:: ~::n !. c f t he delinquent 
. ._ .. :==..=.:::-:::~ .: : :-.:.-..::::=. ===================== 
R · ·_;,a.. t :i v e 
Frequenc y 
Adjusted 
Frequency 
·-... --. .... ---·--·----·-----------
2 .7 
20 .7 
lt -~ • 3 49 .7 
26 .7 
·;_ r,. 9 
The fi f t h v a ri aDle a nalyze d wa s t hat of the 
broken home. Ta bl e 7 shows that 76.8 percent of the 
delinquent p opulat ion come s f r om intac t homes while 23.2 
percent come f r om broken homes. 
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-
Type 
TAB LE 7 
BROKEN HOME 
Absolute 
Frequency 
- - -------···-- --.... -- ··· -""' .. _. 
Broken Ho me 1 04 
Intact Ho me 3 45 
N=449 
Relative 
Frequency 
23 . 2 
7 6. 8 
The sixt h c·. · ·:: ·_.-,·,:·.'/ looks a t t he child's achieve -
ment in school. · · .::a te s e x c ellent , "B" good, "C" 
average, 11 D tt poo:· ,: , .. : . l ' fa ilure. Table 8 points out 
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that o f t he 44 9 c,l:~. · - .I! data for 26 . 5 p ercent were not 
available. Of tlE , ,_~::;e s, 4 8 . 2 p e rcent achieved 
average grades . '· (':ercen t were in t h e failure 
range, wh i l e 2 . 4 ne ,:•c· ·!.! .. \.-/ere .·1 n the exc ellent range. 
Slightly more of t fl€' .·:c·:.: lnquer.:ts were in t he poor range 
( 2 9. 1 perc ent) co:n ,~a ·· ~:;!i to 18. 2 percent i n the good range. 
-·-......---
Absolu·te Relat i v e Adjusted 
Achievement Frequency ::Crequency 
Frequency 
F 7 1 . 6 
2 . 1 
D 96 21 . 4 
2 9.1 
-
Table 8 ( C ontinu . -:: · ;~~ 
~ ;·,E;ol ute Relative 
Frequency 
Adjusted 
Frequency Achievemen t ·r ~~ qu ency 
c 3 5.4 48.2 
B 1 3 . 4 18 . 2 
A 1 .8 2 . 4 
Unknown 26 . 5 
N=449 
The s E.: r ·:~ t , • _ ... :"'y identifie s the number of 
school drop o u t::-. .:J·--· ····, de lin 1uent p opulation. Table 
9 shows on ly 1 2 . ~ '. ~ f the delinquents had dropped 
out of sch ool . 
• I ~~ 9 
, ~:oF OUT 
86 
School Dro p Ou t 't , 1· r~ f requenc y Relative Frequency 
Yes 
No 
':I .. · 'J 
\.,J :.. •• .) 
12.5 
8 7 . 5 
- -- --· . ---- ----~-------------------- - - - -----·--- .. -- . ----------- -·· --- -------- ·--- ---------
N=449 
The eight h ch2ra _teristic examined was that of 
the delinquent' s I Q. The c~ a.ta •Jere split up into three 
areas, Below Average , Average , a nd Above Average . Accord-
ing to the r evi sed Stanf ord Bine t scale , ind ividual s i n 
the 90 to 109 IQ range are classi f ied as having average 
intelligence (Mer. .. ·i~.l, 1947 : 55 ) . Using the 90 to 109 
range as average, ~verything above 109 was categorized 
as above average (1~0 -as the highest IQ score) and 
everything b eJ. c•rJ 'Jl.l ',·J .::Js cate gorized as below average 
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( 7 5 was the 1 o \ ·TI:? s t l ~~.i s .. -. ore ) . As Tab 1 e 1 0 p o in t s out , 
for 62. 4 percen ·t uf rh·.:>. 1.t +9 cases , the data were missing. 
IQ Ran ge 
Below Average 
Average 
Above Average 
Unknown 
N=449 
'.,· 1\ B ~.f. 1 0 
Absc :1 'l. ,·e 
Fre q l E.' u: · 
20 
l2C 
29 
280 
..r.c 
ReJ. 2 .• :: ." ve 
Fre·j•,cri.cy 
'-: II 
t-; . ... 
6 2. !i. 
Adjusted 
Frequency 
11 .8 
71 . 0 
17 . 2 
Of the 16 9 cas es where the da.+a a r e known, the 
maj ority, 71 percent, fall into the average range . The 
below aver age ( 11 . 8% percent) and the above average 
range (1 7 . 2 percent ) are fai r ly close percentage-wise. 
The nin t h category looks at t he number of juven-
iles employed . Table _l indicate s that of the 39 9 cases 
where the data are known , 46.4 perc ent of the juveniles 
-
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are employed; 5 J . S percent are not employed . 
TABLE ll 
.J'~.r· ENJLE EMPLOYMENT 
==============-=---=~:.:.·· :·:-.:::::.:·.~.::::--.:::::-:=::.::__-==:::==::-_-:·:=· ========================= 
Employed 
Yes 
No 
Unknown 
N=449 
;,_b~~o __ ,} te 
l \ ~' -~- u.r::Ji c:y 
j_ ~ :; 
t") .• ~ I I 
.~.. • j 
r. I• . ,_ 
Relat ive 
Frequency 
41 . 2 
4 7. 7 
1].1 
Adjusted 
Frequency 
46 . 4 
53. 6 
---·- ··· ·- . ... .. .... ·- -- ·--·- -·-·· -·-·--· - -----------
The tenth c · ~· J ·• ·;'_~··:.~~-oist i c ~ws t he juvenile's 
involvement in a ct i.\ .: t ;_ ·? ::; • >1 d icate s that 
.·,,.-~ data are known, 
the juvenil e is invo:' · e i i'.n ,ou: ~ - i: · .. · · . . The majority 
of the delinquents, 6 'i'. 2 pe:;:' cen t, tt~-ih1 e ver , are not 
involved in activities. 
TABLE 12 
JUVENILE Id\7 0LVEMENT IN t':.CTI VIT IE S 
Abs olule Relat ive Adjust ed 
Invo lved Frequency Frequency Frequency 
Yes 129 2 8 . 7 
3 2 . 8 
No 264 58 . 8 
6 7 .. 2 
Unknown 56 12.5 
N=449 
-
TABLE 13 
RELIGION 
Absolute Relative Adjusted 
Religion Freqt:e ncy Frequency Frequency 
Lutheran 183 40.8 45.2 
Catholic 8 3 18.5 20.5 
Baptist 1 0 2. 2 2 . 5 
Methodist 58 12.9 14.3 
Presbyterian 2 6 5. 8 6.4 
Other 34 7. 6 8.4 
None ll 2. 4 2 . 7 
Unknown 44 9. 8 
N=449 
The eleventh characteristic looks at the juven-
ile's religious preference . Table 13 indicates 45 . 2 
percent of the juveni le s are Lutheran while the other 
54.8 percent are spl it up among various religious 
denominations; 2.7 percent of t he juveniles expressed 
no religious pre ferenc e . 
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The twelfth category indicates the church attend-
ance of the delinquents . Table 14 points out that of the 
391 cases where the data were known, 57.7 percent of the 
juveniles contend they attend church regularly; 26 .5 
percent of the del inquents state they attend occasionally 
and 15.6 percent say they do not attend church at all . 
TABLE 14 
CHURCH ATTENDANCE 
Abs.olut e Relative Adjusted 
Attendance Frequency Frequency Frequency 
Yes 226 50 . 3 57 . 8 
No 61 13 . 6 15 . 6 
Occas ional 10 4 23. 2 26.6 
Unknown 58 12 .9 
N=4 4 9 
Th e thirte e n th characteris t ic identifies the 
juvenile s place of r esidence . Table 15 indicates that 
57 percent of the juveniles live in Brook ings, 19 . 6 
percent live on the fami ly fa r m, 8 . 7 percent reside ln a 
rural set ting oth e r than a fa r m or r ur al town and 14.7 
percent live in on e of t he rural t owns in Brookings 
Count y . 
TABLE 15 
PLACE OF RESIDENCE 
Residence Absolute Frequenc y 
Brookings 256 
Farm 88 
Rural Non- Farm 39 
Re lative Frequency 
57. 0 
19.6 
8.7 
90 
91 
Table 15 (Continued) 
Residence Absolute Frequency Relative Freque ncy 
Rural Town 66 14 . 7 
N=449 
The fo urteenth category breaks down the employment 
patterns of t he delinquent's parents . Table 16 shows that 
of the 416 known cases, in 54.1 percent of the families, 
the father is the so le parent employed . In 7 . 2 percent of 
t he famil ie s the mother is the only employed parent while 
in 35 . 1 p ercent of the familie s both parents are employed . 
This data suggest t hat in 42 .3 percent of the families 
the mother works outside of the home . Table 16 also 
indicates tha t in 3 . 6 percent of the families, neither 
parent (i f two are pres ent, if not, then the one parent 
present) is unemployed ( this category does not include 
mothe r s who are housewife s by choice) . 
Emp l oyed 
Father Only 
Mother Only 
Both Parents 
Unemployed 
TABLE 16 
PARENTS' EMPLOYED 
Abso lute Relative 
Frequency Frequency 
225 50 . 1 
30. 6 . 7 
146 32 . 5 
15 3 . 3 
Adjusted 
Frequency 
54 . 1 
7 . 2 
35 . 1 
3 . 6 
Table 16 (Continued ) 
Absolute 
Employed Frequency 
Unknown 33 
N=449 
Relative 
Frequency 
7. 3 
Adjusted 
Frequency 
The fif teenth characteristic is that of the 
father' s employment. Of the cases where the father's 
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employment wa s known , it was rated on Duncan's SES scale. 
The scale was then div ided into Blue collar workers , White 
collar worker s and Pro fessionals. As Table 17 points 
out, the majority o f the f ather's employment falls into 
the Blue collar rating, due partly to the large number of 
fathers that are farmers in this study . The Professionals 
topped the White collar workers by less than a percentage 
point, thi s is possibly due to the number of college 
professor s in the study who were father s of delinquents . 
Thirteen of the fathers were unemployed, and 78 of the 
cases were unknown. 
Rating 
Blue Col lar 
White Collar 
TABLE 17 
FATHER'S EMPLOYMENT 
Abso l ute Relative 
Frequency Frequency 
23 7 52. 8 
59 13 .1 
Adjusted 
Frequency 
63 .9 
16 . 0 
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Table 17 (Continued ) 
Absol ute Relative Adjusted 
Rating Frequency Frequency Frequ e ncy 
Professional 62 13.8 16 . 7 
Unemp loyed 1 3 2 . 9 3 . 4 
Unknown 78 17.4 
N=449 
The sixt eenth category looks at the mother's 
employment. As with the father 's employment , the mother's 
was r ated on Duncants SES scale . Table 18 indicates that 
26 . 2 percent of the mothers fall into the Blue collar 
rating while 1 4.6 percent are White collar workers . 
Three percent of the mo thers are profes sionals . The 
majority of the mothers , however, are housewives, c om-
prising 56.2 percent of the total; 11 .6 percent of the 
cases ar e unknown . 
Rating 
Blue Col lar 
White Collar 
Professional 
Housewife 
Unknown 
N=449 
TABLE 18 
MOTHER'S EMPLOYMENT 
Absolute Relative 
Frequenc y Frequency 
104 23 .2 
58 12.9 
12 2 .7 
223 49 . 7 
52 11 . 6 
Adjusted 
Frequency 
26 . 2 
·14 . 6 
3. 0 
56 . 2 
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The seventeenth category measures the father ' s 
education . Table 19 po ints out that in 55 . 7 percent of the 
cases the data on the father's education ar e missing. Of 
the 199 cas es whe re t he f ather's education is known , 36 . 7 
percent of the fat hers had a high school education, 31 . 7 
percent did no t graduate from high school and 4 . 5 percent 
had so me college , and 27.1 percent of the fathers have a 
college degre e or more . 
TABLE 19 
FATHER 'S EDUCATIO N 
Absolut e Relative Adjusted 
Educat ion Fr equency Frequency Frequency 
Less than 1 2 63 14 . 0 31 . 7 
High School 
16.3 36 . 7 Diploma 7 3 
Some College 9 2 . 0 4. 5 
College Degree 
12 . 0 27 . 1 Plus 54 
Unknown 2 50 55 . 7 
N=449 
The eighteenth category indicates the mother's 
education . Once again, as with the f ather's education, -
there is a large amount of missing data . However, of the 
192 cases, 49 . 5 percent of the mothers had high school 
educations . Table 20 also points out that 20.8 percent 
of the mother s did not graduate from high school. Of 
the mothers going to college, 14.6 percent had some 
college while 15 . 1 percent had college degrees and more. 
TAB LE 20 
MOTHER'S EDUCATION 
Abso lute Relative Adjusted 
Education Frequency Frequency Frequency 
Less than 12 40 8 . 9 20.8 
High School 
Diploma 95 21. 2 49.5 
Some College 28 6. 2 14 .6 
Colle ge Degree 
Plus 29 6 . 5 15.1 
Unknown 257 57 . 2 
N=449 
The nineteenth variable indicates whether or not 
the juvenile is a recidivist . Of the 449 delinquents in 
this study, 27 . 2 percent were recidivists . The over-
whelming majority of the d elinquents ( 72 .8 percent) was 
one time offender s . 
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Recidivist 
Yes 
No 
N=449 
TABLE 21 
RECIDIVIST 
Absolut e Frequency 
122 
327 
Relative Frequency 
2 7 . 2 
72 . 8 
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The twentieth category shows the number of 
delinquents who commit ted offenses with delinquent com-
panions. Table 22 indicates that of the 449 juveniles, 
68.4 percent of them commit ted offenses with companions , 
while 31 .6 perc ent committed offenses without companions. 
Companions 
Yes 
No 
N=449 
TABLE 22 
DELINQUENT COMPANIONS 
Absolute Frequency Relative Frequency 
307 
142 
68.4 
31 . 6 
The final category looks at the seriousness of 
the offense. Table 23 show s that of the 449 juveniles, 
343, or 76.4 percent did not commit a serious offense, 
while 23.6 percent of the delinquents did commit serious 
offenses. The following offenses were considered 
serious: assault , burglary, fraud, grand theft, and 
sex offen s es ( example, rape). The rest of the offenses 
that were committed by t he juveniles in this study were 
grouped in the not serious area: alcohol offenses, 
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petty theft , drug v i olations, tampering, traffic offenses, 
vandalism, CHIN, municipal ordinances, DWI, misuse of 
the tele phone , check c harge s, malicious mischief, 
probation v i olations and other delinquencies. 
Serious 
Yes 
No 
N=4 4 9 
TABLE 23 
SERIOUS NESS OF OFFENSE 
Ab s olut e Frequency Relative Frequency 
1 06 
343 
2 3.6 
76.4 
Descriptive Analysis Profile 
Ba s e d on Tables 3 through 23, the data would 
sugge st t hat the following profile of c haracteristics 
is relevant for the majori t y of del i nquent s in Brookings 
County , Sou t h Dakota f or the ye ar s 19 7 0 through 1977. 
The delinquent lS most frequently: 
- ma le (7 8% ) 
- 16 or 17 years old (53%) 
- from a middle size (3, 4 or 5 children) family 
( 59%) 
- is an intermediate child (50%) 
- f rom an intact family ( 77% ) 
- attending s chool (88%) 
- an average student (48%) 
- with an a verage IQ (7 1%) 
- not emp loyed (54%) 
- not involved ln activities (67%) 
- Lutheran ( 4 5% ) 
who regularly attends church services (58 %) 
- resides in Brookings (57%) 
- delinquent's father is the only parent working 
(54%) 
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- delinquent's father is a blue collar worker ( 64%) 
- delinquent's mother is a housewife (56%) 
- delinquent ' s father has a high school education 
(37%) 
- delinquent 's mother has a high school education 
(_5 0%) 
- not a recidivist (73%) 
- has del inquent companions (68%) 
- and has not committed a serious offense (76%) . 
Tests of the ~)·_ 1 ·.. i·-~-~.L-.;R~_:,? earch Hypothe ses 
To met:~"- .,:: ;:,':.:co nd o bj -ect ive of this study, a 
series of nn1.... ,· : ·· e~:t:-::-=i_r ch hypot heses was developed 
and test ed . ·.' 1.r~· give a conci se presentation of 
'· :. ·' hypo thesis will be presented 
· 0~2sponding research hypothesis. 
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the find ings, 
first fo llo"i.vc ( l 
Chi-square i ' :; · 
The signifi c-:· ;. _· 
Immediatel y 
test of the .I'-
appropriat ene ·: ~ 
· ,:, te st statistical independence. 
h i s study is p < . 0 5 . 
Ke nda, 
hypothesi s an_• 
of the orderir , -, 
(when the posit.. ~'/' .. 
' I' 
·: . 
·,_:e:.~ :::~t of e ach null hypothesis, a 
·,·. ,·.:~~; is wil l be made subject to 
~~ us~d to test the research 
- ·~ ~ di·:::-.!=;ct: ion and the strength 
-:: ·1d:lll' s tau ranges from +1 
the concordant pairs 
predominate) to -1 ~·, .er: :-he nega-::ive value of the 
discordant pa ir-~-; l--·re ·l·:·,rair:atE.o ). Kendall 's tau may be 
interpreted i n i·.:J. · ~1 -· ·-, ·_~ a.r:Le manne~"' a s Spearman 's rho 
due tO the manv •,_;,_·~ .L .L..:-·, r:}-·taracTeric-:t:iC S that are COmmOn to 
tau and rho Ovl J . .L~d1:1s , ~-:'79 :135) . Both, therefore are 
interpretable as Pearson's Product Moment Corre lational 
Coefficient s. 
-
HN1 : There will be no difference between male 
and femal e juveniles and recidivism. 
TABLE 24 
GENDE R AND RECIDIVISM 
Recidivist 
Ye s 
No 
p < . 0 5 
2 X = 5 . 18 6, d f =l 
Male 
104 
246 
Gender 
Female 
(85.2) 18 (14.8) 
(29.7) (18.2) 
(75. 2 ) 81 (24.8) 
(7 0. 3 ) (81.8) 
N=449 
The data from Table 24 graphically d isplay the 
effect of gender on recidivism . 85 . 2 p erc ent of the 
recidivists were males. However , considering that 78 
100 
percent of the delinquent s were male, the h i g h proportion 
of ma le recidivists was not too far out of l i n e with the 
d a ta . Si milarily, the table reflects the impor t a nce of 
gender on recidivism when the c ompari son i s bet~een 
sexes. Th i rty percent of the delinquent boys were 
recidiv is ts compared to only _8 . 2 percent of t~~ g i rl s. 
Chi-squar e (5. 185 , df =l) wa s significant at t h e . 05 level, 
thus t he null hypothesis was not accepted . Tau indicated 
a positiv e asso c iation of .11, and supports the 
following research hypothesis: HRr M~les will exhibit 
higher rate s of r ecidivi sm than females. 
HN 2 : There will be no difference between a 
juvenile' s a ge at his or her first adjudication and 
recidivism. 
TABLE 25 
AGE AND RE CIDIVISM 
Recidivi s t Age 
Pre- Teen Early Teen 
Yes 1.1 
No 26 
p <. 05 
2 X = 29. 385, df =2 
( 9. 0) 71 (58. 2) 
( 29 .7) (40.8) 
( 8 . 0 ) 103 ( 31.5) 
(70 .3) (59.2) 
Late Teen 
40 (32.8) 
(16.8) 
198 (60.6) 
( 8 3 • 2 ) 
N=449 
Tab l e 25 wa s collap sed in order to clarify the 
relationshi p b e tween a ge and recidivism . In this table, 
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the pre-teens c onsist o f juvenile 10 , 11 and 12 years old. 
The early t eens consist of juveniles 13, 14 and 15 years 
old and fina lly, those j uveniles 16 and 17 were classified 
as in their late teens. 
Juveni les i n their early teens accounted for 38.8 
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percent of all recidivists. Juveniles in their pre-teens 
only compr is ed 8.2 percent of the delinquents, howe ver, 
29.7 percent of tho se in their pre-teens were recidivists. 
The findings for this table do not conform with the 
literature. ~Juveniles in their pre-teens should have had 
a higher rate of recidivi sm than juveniles in their early 
teens. This was not the case. Of the juveniles in their 
early teens, 40.8 percent were recidivists while 29.7 per-
cent in their pre-teens were recidivists. Juveniles 
in their late teens ac counted for 53 percent of the 
delinquents, b1t only 16 .8 percent of them were 
recidiv ists, This finding confbrms to the literature. 
In this study , there are only 37 juveniles out 
of 449 that were first adjudicated between the ages of 
10 and 1 2. The r elative ly small number might be one 
explana tion for the di screpancy between the findings 
in this s tudy and the f indings in the review of the 
literature. 
Chi-square (29 . 38 5, df =2 ) was significant at the 
.05 level and thus there was a failure to accept the 
null hypothesi s . Tau at . 21 indicates a positive 
relationship. The findings did not uphold the research 
hypothesi s put forth in Chapter III, it did however 
suggest for future research the follow ing hypothesis: 
HR
2
: Juveni les first ad j udicated whi le in their early 
103 
teens wi ll ha 1· · ';;_ ~ ter:' r,at e o£ recidivi sm than 
juveniles in - ~ · 
The .·~ .. ( 
juvenile s i n 
and 1977 h a d 
when firs t o.d · 
those in t he. ·i · 
size of a J uv.·~. 
Recidivis t 
Sma.! • ,•.o;'l 
Yes 1 2 I t ~ 
No 
p <. 05 
2 X = 6.34 8, 
3 5 { ~ '• 
i ... ,_, 
,. ~- teens or late teens. 
~>',)JI:. this tab le suggest that 
'.:c' u.nty adj udicated between 1970 
~?%e l ihood of becoming recidivists 
·:. :· t heir early teens, compared to 
L'' nc, d i f fere nc e between the 
' .. ; ,:-~r1 cl r ecidivi sm. 
' . .... .'l; ·:~ 6 
'>T: 1\ICID IVIS M 
. :. -··.:. ·=:.::--:··=========================== 
: 1 j •• ; _ 'I ::~ i z e 
d ! ( G 8 • 3 ) 
( 3 L~ • 7 ) 
.~~,~~ (:~S.CJ ) 
( c 5 3 ) 
Large Family 
26 (21.7) 
(22.2) 
91 (32.5) 
(77.8) 
-· ~ ... ~ .... _ . .:-..:::.:··-·-- ~ ~ ::::=.:.:=.::====================== 
N = 400 
Data prese~t~d in Table 26 were col lapsed. The 
small fami l ies cc~n s ·· .:..; t O.L one or two c hildren , including 
the delinque n t . ~~diuro size families were those with 
-
three, f our and fi ve children, while the large families 
have Sl.X or mor·e children. 
The data f rom Table 26 show that 59 percent of 
the del inquen t;:; ':lere fr om medium size families, and 
comprise 6 8. 3 pr::J."•cent of the recidivists. Due to the 
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large number of ·: ,_lvenile s from medium size families, the 
68.3 percent do~~ not appear to be too far out of line 
with the propo:r·t·io n of children from middle size families. 
When e ach category of family size is analyzed separately, 
childre n from medium sized families make up a larger per-
centage of recidivist s, 34 .7 percent, compared to 25.5 
percent and 22 . 2 per~ent fo r small families and large 
families res p ·~ c t i r e 1 J . Data for 49 of the juveniles were 
not fou nd in the files for this variable . 
Ch i s quare (6. 348, df=2 ) was significant for 
this table thus there was a failure to accept the null 
hypothe sis. Tau at . 07 reflects a positive relationship, 
however it should reflect a negative relationship. The 
literature indicates that juveniles from large families 
have a greater likelihood of becoming recidivists than 
juveniles fro m small or medium size families . The 
findings for thi s s t udy are inconsistent with the 
literature , and appear to indicate that juveniles from 
medium size families have a greater likelihood of becoming 
recidivis ts than children from large famili es. The 
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correlation, however, is very weak. Once again the 
finding s did not support the research hypothesis put forth 
in Chapter III. The findings, however, suggest for 
future re sear~ch the following research hypothesis: HR
3 
: 
Juveniles f:voJn medium size families will have higher rates 
of rec idivi srn t.l a n juveni les from small or large families. 
As stated above, the correlation is very weak, 
and probably indi cate s. that for Brookings County the 
size of the family is not strongly related to recidivism. 
HN
4
: There will be no difference between a 
juvenile's p os itio n in the family and recidivism . 
TABLE 27 
CHILD 'S PO SITION AND RECIDI VISM 
Recidivi st 
Yes 
No 
p). 05 
x2 = 1.547, ctf=1 
Child's Position ln Family 
Intermediate 
54 (45.0) 
(27.1) 
145 (51 . 8) 
7 2. 9) 
Other 
66 (55.0) 
(32.8) 
135 (48.2) 
(67.2) 
N = 400 
Table 27 was collapsed in order to compare the 
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findings i n thi s i nvestigation against the findings in 
the revi e w of the l iterature. Findings from the review 
of the literature suggest that juveniles that occupy the 
intermed iate posit ion in the family are more likely to be 
delinquen t tha.n juveni les classified as only, first or 
last children< The fi ndings in Table 27 suggest there 
is not much d ·.:. ffere nce between intermediate children and 
those clas sified as other. About 50 percent of the 
juveni le s were class ified as intermediate children, and 
27 percent of those were recid ivists, while juveniles 
classified a s other accounted for approximately 50 per-
cent o f the ju1eniles, and 33 percent of those were 
recidivists . Forty-nine of the cases were missing infer-
mation on this variable. 
Chi-square (1.547 , df=l) was not significant at 
the . 05 l evel, therefore the null hypothesis was 
accepted. From the data in Table 27, it would appear 
for juven i les in Brookings County a child's position 
ln the family has little be aring on whether or not he 
or she wi ll become a recid ivist . 
Ther e will be no differenc e between 
juveniles fr om broken homes and recidiv ism. 
Tabl e 28 s h ow s t hat the percentage of juveniles 
from broken home s ( 36 .5 p ercent) were more likely to be 
recidivist s than j uv eni le s fr om intact homes (2 4 .3 percent). 
The percentages are not large, however, there is a 
twelve percent difference in favor of the broken home. 
It is also important to note that only 23.2 percent of 
the juvenile s come from broken homes, but they make up 
31.1 percent of all recidivists. 
TABLE 28 
BROKEN HOMES AND RECIDIVISM 
Recidivist Broken Home 
Yes No 
Yes 38 (31.1) 84 (68.9) 
(36.5) (24-.3) 
No 66 (20.2) 261 (79.8) 
(63.5) (75.7) 
p <. 05 N = 4-4-9 
x2 = 6.oo1, df=l 
Chi-square (6.001 , df=l) was significant and 
therefore the null hypothesis was not accepted. Tau 
(.12) suppor·ts the following research hypothesis: 
HR
5
; Juveniles from broken homes will have higher 
rates of recidivis_m than juveniles from intact homes. 
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Although tau indicates a positive association, 
the strength of the relationship is not very strong. 
HN 6 : There will be no difference between a 
juvenile's s chool ach~evement and recidivism. 
TABLE 29 
SCHOOL ACHIEV EMENT AND RECIDIVISM 
Recidivist School Achievement 
Be l ow Average Average and Above 
Yes 45 (42.9 ) 60 (57.1) 
(43.7 ) (26.4) 
No 58 (25.8 ) 167 (74.2) 
(56.3 ) (73.6) 
p ( . 0 5 N = 330 
x2 = 9.726, df=l 
School achievement was collapsed into two 
categories ; below average , which includes the F and D 
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achievement scores, and average and above, which includes 
the C, B and A scores. Table 29 clearly indicates that 
juveniles in the below average range have a higher 
proportion of recidivists (43 . 7 percent) compared to 
juveniles in the average and above range (26.4 percent). 
Juveniles achieving below average comprise 31.2 percent 
of all delinquents yet they account for 42.9 percent 
of all the r e cidivists . School achievement was missing 
for 119 of the delinquents . 
Chi-sq ua re (9 .726, df=l) was significant for 
this table, t h us the null hypothesis was not accepted. 
Tau, (.17) ind icate s a positive relationship supporting 
the resear c h hypothesis. HR 6 : Juveniles with low 
schoo l a c h i evement will have higher rates of recidivism 
than juveni les with a verage or high school achievement. 
HN : The r e will be no difference between com-
7 
pletion of s choo l and recidivism. 
TABLE 30 
SCHOOL DROPOUT AND RECIDIVISM 
Recid iv i s t School Dropout 
Yes No 
37 (30.3) 85 (69.7) 
(6 6 . 12 (21.6) 
Yes 
No 1 9 (5! 8) 308 (94.2) 
(3 3 ' 9 2 (78. 4 ) 
p < . 05 N = 449 
x2 = 48.924, df=l 
Table 30 clearly portrays that school dropouts 
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had a higher rate of recidivism (_66 .1 percent) than the 
juveniles who s tayed in school (21.6 percent). The 
delinquent dropouts comprised only 12.5 percent of the 
entire juvenile populat ion in this study, yet they 
composed 30. 3 perc ent of all recidivists. 
Chi-square (48.924, df=l) was significant and 
therefore the null hypothesis was not accepted. Tau 
portrayed a very strong positive association of .33, 
emphasizing t he strong lin~ between school dropouts 
and recidivists. Tau supports the following research 
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hypothesis : HR7 : Juveniles who drop out of school will 
exhibi t h i ghe r r a tes of recidivism than juveniles who 
stay in s chool . 
HN8 : There wi l l be no difference between a 
juvenile' s employment status and recidivism. 
TABLE 31 
EMPLOYMENT STATUS AND RECIDIVISM 
Recidivis t Juvenile Employed 
Yes No 
Yes 46 (37 . 7) 76 (62.3) 
(24.9} C35.5) 
No 139 (50 . 2) 138 (49.8) 
(75.12 (64.5) 
p ( . 05 N = 
x2 = 5.3 00, df=l 
339 
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Table 31 indicates that the percentage of juven-
iles who are no t employed comprise a higher rate of 
recidivists (35.5 percent) than those who are employed 
(24.9 percent). The number of juveniles that are 
employed (46 .4 _percent) and those that are not employed 
(53.6 percent) are fairly close. However, the gap 
between the recidivis ts -who are not employed (62.3 
percent) and those that are employed (37.7 percent) is 
fairly substantial. There are 50 cases where the data 
were unknown for this variable. 
Chi-square (5. 300, df=l) was significant at the 
.05 level therefore leading to a failure to accept the 
null hypo thesis . Tau, (-.12) upholds the following 
research hypothesis: HR
8
: Juveniles who do not work 
will exhibit higher rates of recidivism than juveniles 
that do ~vork . 
HN : There will be no difference between a 
9 
juvenile' s involvement in conventional activities· and 
recidivism. 
Table 32 relates a juvenile's involvement in 
activities with recidiviam . The data show that the 
juveniles who were involved in activities were less likely· 
to be recidivists (20. 2 percent} compared to the 
juveniles who were not involved in activities (36 .4 
percent). Juveniles involved in activities composed 
32.8 percent of all the delinquents, yet accounted for 
only 21.3 percent of all the recidivists. In 56 of the 
files the data were missing. 
TABLE 32 
I NVOLVEMENT IN ACTIVITIES AND RECIDIVISM 
Recidivis t Involved in Activities 
Yes No 
Yes 26 (21.3} 96 (78.7) 
(20.2) (36.4) 
No 103 (38.0) 168 (62.0) 
(79.8) (63.6) 
p <. 05 N = 393 
x2 = 10. 6 35 , df=l 
Chi- square (10. 635, df=l) was significant and 
therefore the null hypothesis was not accepted. Tau 
had a n egative associat i on of -.16, supporting the 
followin g research hypothesis: HR 9 : Juveniles who are 
not invo lved in convent i onal activities will exhibit 
higher rate s of r ecidiv ism than juveniles involved in 
conventional activities. 
HN · There will be no difference between a 
1 0 " 
juvenile's pla ce of re s i de nce and recidivism. 
112 
===============-·· . 
Recidivi s t 
TABLE 33 
RESIDENCE AND RECIDIVISM 
Residence 
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-------··-·-··-·- . --------~=-=:-;------;:::-----:::-----Rural Rural 
Farm 
Yes 81 (66 .4 ) 20 
(31 . 6) 
No 175 (53.5 ) 68 
(.6 8 !+ ) 
-· -
(16.4) 
(22.7) 
(20.8 ) 
(77. 3) 
Non-Farm Town 
ll (9.0) 
(28.2) 
28 (8.6) 
(71.8) 
10 (8.2) 
(15.2) 
56 (17.1) 
(84.8) 
N = 449 p < . 05 
2 X = 8.3 02, df=3 
Tab le 3 3 portrays the association between recid-
ivism and the juvenile's place of residence. It is 
evident that the majority of the delinquents in this study 
reside in Brookings (57 percent) and because of their 
sheer numbers they compr ise the majority of recidivists 
(66.4 percent). However, when the percentage of 
recidivis ts are broken down for each group, the variance 
between Brookings (31 . 6 percent) and rural non- farm 
(28. 2 percent) is quite small, and the farm category 
(22.7 percent) is not far behind! 
Chi- square (8.302, df=3) was significant and there -
fore the null hypothesis was not accepted . Tau, (.12) 
portrays a positive associat ion and supports the 
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followin g research hypothesis: HR
10
: Juveniles 
residing in the city will exhibit higher rates of recid -
ivism than juvenile s residing within the county. 
HN 
11 
There will be no difference between a 
delinquent's as sociates and recidivism . 
TABLE 34 
DELI NQUE NT ASSOCIATES AND RECIDIVISM 
Recid ivist Delinquent Associates 
Yes No 
Yes 94 (77.0) 28 (23 . 0) 
(30.6) (19.7) 
No 213 (65.1) 114 (34 . 9) 
(69.4) (80.3) 
p <. 05 N = 449 
x2 = 5.8 29, df=l 
Table 34 clearly shows the impact that delinquent 
companions have on delinquency. 68 . 4 percent of all the 
delinquents had companion s while committing an offense. 
In looking at the recidivist, 77 percent had delinquent 
associates. When comparing the delinquent associate 
group wi th the nondelinquent associate group, Table 34 
indicates that 30.6 percent of the juveniles who had 
delinquent companions were recidivist s compared to 19.7 
percent of tho ~ e juveniles who did not have delinquent 
associates . 
Chi- squar e (5 . 829 , df=l) was significant 
therefore le adi ng to a failur e to accept the null 
hypothes is . 'i au ( . 11 ) shows a positive association , 
thus suppor ting the fo llowing res earch hypothesis : 
HRll: Juvenj -;_es who co.mmi t · offenses with delinquent 
associate s wi l J. exhibit higher rates of recidivism than 
juveniles who commit their offense alone. 
HN1 2 : There wil l be no difference between the 
seriousnes s of ffense and recidivism. 
TABLE 35 
SERIOUSNESS OF OFFENSE AND RECIDIVISM 
Recidivist Seriousness of Offense 
Serious Not Serious 
Yes 6 3 (51.6) 59 (48.4) 
(59.4) (17 . 2) 
No 43 (13 . 1) 284 (86.9) 
( 40 .6) (82.8) 
p <. 05 N = 449 
x2 = 72. 985, df=l 
Table 35 displays the relationship between the 
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seriousne ss o:;: ·the offense and recidivism. Juveniles 
corrunittin g :~(·T·ious offenses make up only 23.6 percent 
of the total :·1 uvE::ni le. population, yet they account for 
51. 6 perc e n ·.:· , '_ a.ll ·the recidivists. In comparing the 
percentag e :):: ... I ·u.v=:niles who commit serious offenses 
(59. 4} wit h t >.:;: sr:) who do not (17. 2) , the differences 
are even m,-~,- e ~:·- :_ riking. 
ClYi ·· f:<.} <·.·:~I)e ( 7 2. 98 5 , df=l) was significant and 
therefor e the nu.Jl hypothesis was not accepted. Tau 
showed a very s ·~~ong positive association of .40, 
reinforc i ng t-l 1<:~ f~)llowing research hypothesis: HR12: 
Juvenile s vJho c·c.rnmi t serious offenses will exhibit 
higher rate ~ of recid ivism than juveniles who do not 
commi t ser~ious offenses . 
HN
1 3
: There will be no difference between a 
juvenile' s intelligence and recidiv ism. 
Table 36 looks at the relationship between 
intel ligence and recidivism . The information in this 
table suffer s from a lack of data, 62 percent (280) of 
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the cases were missing . In the table, the data does not 
present any type of pattern, the column totals are 
general ly re flected ln the rest of the table. For 
example, 71 percent of the juveniles had average IQ's, ln 
the rec idivist category, 73.6 percent had average IQ's 
117 
compared to t' ~_:. !. perc e nt of the nonrecidivists, a 
less tha n tln' (·· point s pread i n either direction. Also 
of signif ic arc··-~ in t hi s tab l e is t h e number of recidivists 
for whic h t.l···: .. . ~Lfo Y.,ma.tion is known (42.6 percent) compared 
to n onrec i d.;.. ,/, :.:: s ( S7 . LJ. percent) . This table reflects 
the d ispr o J'.IC.'t · ~ ! ('Jna.te e ffect of inf ormation for 
recidivis t:::, '. ·i\P:~d:ceu to nonrecidiv ist s. 
TABLE 36 
JN'l r:1 .. -L .. U;ENC E AND REC IDIVISM 
---- - --··-- ·--···-·-·· ·-~·---.. -------============================== 
----- -·--··-----~---- ... ---~ ----~-· 
Recid i v is t 
---- - ---.. ·-····---~ .. - . " "" ___ _ 
Yes 
No 
p > . 0 5 
EE;1:·· ,_. .f.\ ver-'age 
.......... -.. .... ' ~ --------- --
9 (L.· .5) 
(!+~).0) 
ll ( 11. 3) 
( 55 . 0 ) 
x2 = . 9 48, df = 2 
I ntelligenc e 
Aver a g e Above Average 
53 (7 3 . 6) 1 0 
( 44 . 2) 
67 (6 9.1) 19 
(55.8) 
(13.9) 
(34.5) 
(19.6) 
(65.5) 
N = 169 
Chi- square (. . 948 , df=2 ) wa s no t significant and 
thus t he null hypo t hesis was a ccept ed. However, it 
could b e s peculated that with the addition of the missin~ 
data t o the table, there would be a grea t er probability 
of sho wing some sort of trend i n the data. 
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HN 11 i : j:J: er"~e will be no d i fference between the 
socio-eco non· .. , :3 ~:::1tus of a juven ile's parents and recid-
Th e .·· '.:JY·<· -; 11~~ ·two tab les will present the relation-
ship be twe er. 1.1 ,ri Pee idi vism . 
TABLE 37 
f/.';'Ei·J~: 1 S SES AND RECID I VISM 
----- - - ... .. ·---··------
Recidivis t Father's SE S 
------~. -·~· · ·· - ·---
P l u (~ · 'o .: l ar Whit e Collar Professional 
Yes ') ') ~ 7; . J) 1 5 (1 4 .9) 14 (13.9) I I 
( ) ']. 4 ) (25 . 4) ( 2 2.6) 
No 1 c~ ~) • ..• -, !: • 2 4 L~ (17.1) 48 (18.7) 
( ·~, J . [ ) (74.6 ) (77 .4) 
==============· --=-=--------..:- '.':. --.:. 
p ) . 05 N = 358 
x 2 = 1.7 47, d£::2 
TABLE 38 
MOTHER ' S SES AND RECIDIVI SM 
Re c i divist Mother's SES 
Blue Collar White Collar Professional 
Yes 36 (60.0) 
(.34 . 6) 
2Q (33 . 3) 4 (6.7) 
(3 4 . 5) (3 3 .. 3) 
No 68 (59 . 6) 
(_65.4) 
38 (33 . 3) 8 ( 7 . 0) 
(65 . 5) (66 .7) 
p ) . 05 N = 174 
x2 = .o o7 , d£=2 
Table 37 indicates the delinquent's father's 
socio-economic s tatus by means of his employment. The 
categorie s aJ:~e ci ivided into blue collar, white collar 
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and profess ior~d l. As Table 37 shows, there was very 
little tre nd ·in the data . The column totals are generally 
reflected in t~1e r ·est of the table. Juveniles with 
fathers who are in the blue collar rating have the 
highest perc~~ :age of recidivists, 71.3 percent, but the 
blue collar rating covers 66.2 percent of all the 
juvenile s in the table . When the rate of recidivism 
was compar ed bPtween each group, there was less than 
an eight point :3pPead between the highest (blue collar, 
30.4 percent) and t he lowest rate (professional, 22.6 
percent ). Cbi-square (1.747, df=2) was not significant. 
Data for 78 of the case s were missing, while 13 were not 
applicable. 
Table 38 relates the mother's socio-economic 
status to t he delinquent 's recidivism . This table had 
a large proportion of the data not applicable because 
the mother was not employed outside of the home (223 
cases). Howe ver, of the mothers that did work, there 
was little trend in the data. When the rates of 
recidivi sm are compared between groups, the percentages 
are almost identical, 34 .6, 34.5 and 33 .3. The highest 
t Of J'uvenl·les that are recidivists have percen age 
mothers t hat .=;__;'·(~ blu e co llar workers (60. 0 percent), 
but the b lu2 cellar rat ing consists of 59.8 percent of 
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the total :i 1-' ·;-e· ... i le population in this table. Chi-square 
C.. 0 0 7, df= 2) \:.~'.::1 . '3 not significant, however, one of the 
cells did n,~-·t .'!l::! et: the mandatory cell frequency of 5. 
Informat ion i, · r· 52 of ·the cases was missing. 
The ( ·~·.::·.·-s quare s for both Table 35 and 36 are not 
significant at ~~e .05 leve l and thus the null 
hypothes i s waE accepted. 
Contro l Tables 
The ) Ur J-HJ se of thi s section lS to examine the 
influenc e of pot e n ial.ly extraneous variance on certain 
indepede n t varia bles. I n t he review of the literature, 
it was s uggested that s everal of the variables may be 
influenced by other var iables, the most notable being 
the influence of the broken home on females. To 
determine whether the r elationship between the dependent 
variable, recidivism, a nd selected independent variables 
was influenced by extraneous variance, crosstabulations 
1 
controlling for spuriousness were made . 
lseveral of the variables that the review of the 
literature section indicates might be influenced by 
extraneous variance were not presented here because the 
sample was not large enough to fill the valid cells. 
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Th~ fir3 t two tables control for gender when 
analyzing the: ,:::f f ect of broken home on recidivism. 
TABLE 39 
BROKEN HOME A.J(;_'.I RECIDIV I SM - CONTROLLING FOR GENDER (MALE) 
Recidivis t B.ro ken Home 
·~·4·· -· ·· ··· ·· ...... ·-·--·---·-·- - -----------------
Yes No 
Yes 30 (28.8) 74 (71.2) 
(39.5) (27.0) 
No L{ 6 (18.7) 200 (81.3) 
(60.5) (73.0) 
===========::::::..::·· -::::::=::.-:-_-::=-_.=.:.._:===================================== 
p (. 05 N = 350 
x2 = 4 . 427 ,. df:=J 
TAB LE 40 
BROKEN HOME AND RE CIDIVI SM-C ONTROLLING FOR GENDER (FEMALE) 
Recidivis t Broken Home 
Yes No 
8 (_44 .4) 10 (55 .6) 
(2 8 . 6 ) (_14. 1} 
Yes 
20 (24.7) 61 (75.3) 
(71 .4) (_85. 9) 
No 
p > . 05 N = 99 
x 2 = 2.83 3, df=l 
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Tabl e .-~ S i ndicat es that males are influenced by 
broken h omes_ ~ :.i l e Table 40 shows that females are not. 
Table 39 grc:.:oh·>.··.:d.ly di sp lays i:hat 22 percent of the 
males ar e fr ~·.:~; ·,)roken homes, yet 40 percent of those 
are recidiv ~:i.~~ ·;~ ~· . Conversely , Table 4 0 indicates that 
28 percen t c>f ·. 'l'=~ fema le s are from broken homes and 29 
percent o f ~ - -!:-. · -·~ are. recidivists . 
Ch i .... ~.:, n ~; t:J. r e ( l..i • 4 2 7 , d f = 1 ) for Tab 1 e 3 9 was 
significa n T. -·.1. :- t-L-~:: • 0 5 level while the chi-square 
( 2 . 833, d f :::J) ;~•.))"' Ta~)l e 40 wa s not significant at the 
.05 leve l . T]J·;_ ~:~ va:r'"'iance in the chi-squares indicates 
that the r eJ..-~!~[cJnship b e tween recidivism and bro k en 
homes is weai.·.,:··~c~..·' due to the effect brok en homes has 
on males b t.:..t .."h) t. female s. 
The s2cond se t of tables controls for school 
achievement when analyzing the effect of involvement 
ln activities o n recidiv ism . 
Tab l es 41 and 42 examine the relationship between 
involvement in act ivitie s and recidivism when controlling 
for school a ~hievement . Table 41 indicates that 79 per-
cent of those with below average school achievement were 
not involved in school or outside activit ies. Of those,~ 
48 percent were recidivists. Twenty-one percent of the 
delinquents with below average school achievement were 
involved ir: .,-::_r .: .1.v i ties , of those, 27 percent were 
··;!e chi-squar e (3.06 4 , df=l) is not 
signific ant a.t ·:~1e .. 0 5 l e vel a nd the data appear to 
indicate t:h'l~ · .. ·J·Jt::n controlling for below average school 
achievement ~ . !~~r>e is no effect on t h e relationship 
between i i 'Io:i. c- rnPnt i n a ctivities and r ecidivism. 
TABLE 41 
I NV OL~· .. i'i. NT IN AC TIVITIES AND RECIDIVISM 
CO NTRO LLIN'2 i.T ,_._ ::.JCTiOOL ACHIEVEMENT (BE LOW AVERAGE) 
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------·····:-.··--·-· -==-=· ================================= 
Rec idivis t Involvement l n Activities 
Ye s No 
Yes 6 (13.3) 3 9 (86.7) 
(27.3) ( 4 8.1) 
No 16 (27.6) 42 (7 2 . 4 ) 
(72.7) (51.9) 
p >. 05 N = 103 
x2 =;. o64 , ctf=l 
TabJ 2 42 shows that 41 percent of t ho se juv enile s 
with a verage and above school achievement were involved 
in ac t i vities, however only 19 percent of those were 
recidivist s . The chi-square (5.446, df=l ) is significant · 
at t he .05 level and indicates that school achievement 
does inf lu ~:::~?'J(" '.~e cidivism t s relationship with involve-
ment in ac ·: :~ '·' · ·r· ).es. 
TABLE 42 
I ~ VO _, .. ~ - .-·:'ii'; ~T Ill ACTIVITIES AND RECIDIVISM 
CONTROLLll-h.:. ·i: ·· •J:. <:)C HOOL ACH I EVEMENT (AVERAGE AND ABOVE) 
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. ---· ·--·· ================================ 
Recidi vi s ·t I nvolvement in Activities 
·- ----~------------------
Yes No 
Yes 17 (28 .3) 43 (71.7) 
(18.7) (32.8) 
No 74 (45.7) 88 (54.3) 
(81.3) (67.2) 
p <. 0 5 N = 222 
x2 = 5. 44 6~ df= l 
The variance ln the chi-squares for Tables 41 
and 42 ind~cate t hat a juvenile's school achievement 
does no t a ffect the relationship betwe en involv~ment in 
activities and recid ivism unle ss the juvenile is in the 
average and above category thu s weakening the relation-
ship. 
The chi-square for Table 43 (62 .055, df=l) and -
Table 4 4 (9. 307 , df=l2 were both significant at the . 05 
level. Kendall's tau indicates that the strength of the 
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relations h iL: "v~7c:;-;;, stronger f or Table 43 (.45) than Table 
44 (.2 6) , 1·1··· ·-.~v·:-; :r, the relationship between seriousness 
of offen s e ,:J ~~ - ~- T'ec idivis m is not affected when controlling 
for del i n g 'J('; :I I· (~ompanion s o 
TABLE 43 
SEr"J. (; 1 • :rn::;s ~ ·· OF OFFENSE AND RECIDIVISM 
CO NTH<:n_ J.·J J\'G FOE DE LINQUENT COMPANIONS (WITH) 
Recidivi st Seriousness of Offense 
.. ··~·---- -------------------
Yes 
No 
p < . 05 
x2 = 52.o ss df =l 
Ye s 
52 (55.3 ) 
(65,8 ) 
27 (12.7 ) 
(34.2 ) 
TABLE 44 
No 
42 (44.7) 
(18.4) · 
186 (87.3) 
(81.6) 
SE.,IOUSNE SS OF OFFEN SE AND RECIDIVI SM 
N = 307 
CONTRO LLING FOR DELINQUENT COMPANIONS (WITHOUT) 
Recidivis t 
Yes 
No 
p < . 05 
x2 = 9.3 07, df=l 
Seriousness of Offense 
Yes. 
11 (.3 9. . 3 } 
(40.7) 
16 (14. 0) 
(59.3 ) 
No 
17 (_6 0 • 7 ) 
(14 . 8 ) 
98 (86.0) 
(85.2) 
N - 142 
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Summary o~.'"~' ~ Fl!~·col Table Tindin·gs 
Ta b·!. :0] 3 9 a nd 4 0 indicate that the relationship 
between br~oJ ,·;· h:..')mes and recidivism was weakened due to 
the ef£ec·t r ·::·' bro k en home had on males but not females. 
Similarly~ ' t.(···l, '(' ;:-. 4-l and 42 show that the relationship 
between in \/:· .. i .-e .. 'tH': n t J_n a ctivities and recidivism was 
weakened b•.:H ... : · ·_;t: ·tho se juveniles in the below average 
schoo l ach i ,~: ,,... ···:··~c~li · category were not affected by involve-
ment in a c-t ·l \ .. i r. i.(J.S ~ whereas t hose in the average and 
Ta1"1 J -~ ir:--; a.nd 44 indicate that the relationship 
between se r ·i;-:;·:.~Lt:S~~ of offens e and recidivism was not 
affec ted v.:thE:·l·i ('•:l .:1trol l ing for delinquent companions. 
Mul· i)le regre ssion lS a statistical technique 
through wh ich the r elationship between a dependent 
variable a nd a group of independ ent variables can be 
analyzed . For t h is study, the depend ent variable was 
recidivism. The fo llowing independent variables were 
used in the forward stepwis e multiple regression 
technique; gender, age at first adjudication, children 
in family, broken home, school achievement, school drop 
out, juvenil~s employment status, involvement in 
activitie s, residence, delinquent associates and serious-
ness of o f f en .. ;·.:. Th es e eleven independent variables 
tested i n the ~·· ·) '.l J. h ypo t he ses section were found to be 
statistica l ~y : :L~,·~d. f icant at the . 05 level. The 
variable s ; c:;~.i :.:;' ··· pos ition in family, intelligence 
and parent s .· '.':1. : ·;.,:J · .. e.conomic status were not found to be 
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statistica l l\' -' .. ..eLificant at the . 0 5 level; therefore they 
were no t e rL·e./ ·· ; i 1 ·co the multip le regression analysis. 
Tl c ,:· ·: :, :. ·t var., i ab le selected (seriousness of 
offens e ) b y t h.1 ~ techn ique accounts for the greatest 
variance ln t:·.(:· ·\,:-,pendent var iable. I n this case, 
serious n es s c ~- , .. • i'ElL:; e explained over 16 percent (R 2 ) 
of the v a r ia!l ~c J 11 r·1.~.c i di v ism . The simple r indicates 
that the re J. .. 1 ..... ;_,·;.J·~:·i.i·p b etween seriousness of offense and 
recidiv i sm i:: •;n-; .; t i v e. The Beta we ight indicates the 
expected c ha.rtge .. ~in t·he dependent variab le (recidivism) 
when ther e is a ~nit change (. 2 68 ) in the independent 
variable (s eriousness of offense) while the other 
indepe ndent variable s are held c onstant . 
The statistic al signi f icance of the combined 
influenc e o f both the depende n t and independent variables 
can be t es ted by calculating a n F- ratio . 
formula was utilized: 
F = R
2 (_ n - k - ~ ) 
( ~ - R 2 ) ( k ) 
The following 
When usin g t h e F- rat io, Melichar contends: "The analyst 
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should no t. .•..-·:· · :<Lgnifi.cance tests on differences between 
two coe ff: ). ;·:· ! Lf i. ;·. T·j·i t..hi.n a group unless the F-rati.o for 
the group :.J · ole is s ignificant" 01elich.ar, 1965: 10). 
For thi s '.i" r: .<, : ·.:: on t he. group F-ratio for all eleven 
steps wa s ~":· ' . \)!fi: ... ant at the .05 level. 
F (q· u .. .-.. f _i "· st variable entered (seriousness of 
offense ) th,:, t. -, :~;·· ·i <~ was 86.7 6443, df 1/447. The F-ratio 
was s ignif J-;: · J: i ;., r tJJ.e . OS level. 
~c }>-,, .. t 1i·.t'opoJ.t was the next variable selected in 
the regres~.l-:. .:.' .-.ru·- ~lysi s. An R2 of .22978 indicates that 
there was cr.:-. • 11•: :r::e .. ·lS of . 0672 3 wi th t he inclusion of 
schoo l drop·;) ;:·' .i.r~to the analysis. The r shows that the 
relationshJ f 1 "'~'.- 1.8 po<~ itive, and the r elative strength of 
the re la i on.- i ~·, P t .. 33 was only seven percent less than 
seriou s n s. of of.f::en. e The multiple R of .47935 indi-
cates a s eve·o percent i n crease in the relative strength 
of the re lationship between the dependent and independent 
variable s . 
In order to determine if the second variable 
entered i nto the regress ion equation was statistically 
significant, the following F-ratio was calculated ; 
F = ( Ri, - Rli 1 (_ n - k 1 - k 2 - 1 ) 
(_ 1 - R_i ) ( kl ) 
(}'felichar , 1965: 9) The F-ratio for school dropout was 
TABLE 45 
SUMMARY OF REGRESSION ANALYSIS 
DEPENDENT VARIABLE - RECIDIVISM 
Independent Variables :. :< "L .. ·:.. .J.~. ~. -' 
- .. . .. ___ ~------ -· ._ ________ ___ . ., ., ---.....--------.. - •ft --- ~ ... ---· 
-.-~-----· -· -- ... --·-- .. - · .. --.- .. ... 
l . Serious n e s s o f 0 f fens e . 4 0 3 ~ 2 . - ,y -.. ~. ; • j_ S 2 :) S . 252 
2. Schoo l Drop Out .33010 .47935 .22978 .255 
3. Age at First Adjudication . 22704 .50108 .25108 .157 
4 . Involvement in Activities -.28009 .51994 .27034 -.116 
5. Gender .107 48 .5305 2 .28145 .103 
6. Delinquent Companions . 11395 .53592 .28721 .071 
7. School Achie~ement -.06290 .53896 .29047 -.059 
8. Residence .12097 .5L~038 .29201 .043 
9. Children in Family -.09133 .54057 .29221 -.017 
10. Broken Home .11561 .54073 .29239 .014 
11. Juvenile Employment -.20800 .54081 .29248 .012 
t-' 
N 
\.() 
19.421, df 
.05 l eve l. 
efficient 
The f-ratio was significant at the 
'· ·~ .n~~ t a djudication increased the co-
., . ··~· · t•!;Jj nat ion (R2) from . 22978 to . 25108. 
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The r for 1 ' .. ~· · -.:;. { ab1 e. reflects a p ositive relationship 
whi le the 1:;\.: ~- .l .. , • t .• R increased to . 501 08. The Beta 
-czveight ( . 1.~ · 1 ·\ ·. t'i• :~1 cates t he relative effect of the 
independ _nt . :u . . ble (age at first adj udication) on 
recidivis u.~. r.l.'h·:" -!:""·~ra tio for the inclusion of this 
variable. j; ~:_.:i tbe ,.;.na lysis wa s 3.4325, df 3/445. This 
was s igni ± :i r~ ::;.n t .::~ 1_ tt e . 05 level. 
The f·~ll"rth ~,a.riable entered in the regression 
analysis vJn:J .i !L\}o} ·. cment in activities (F-ratio = 2. 91, 
df 4/ 44L~ , J• ( . ~ S) . The R2 increased t o . 27034, a . 01926 
increase. The indicates an inverse r elationship between 
rec idivi sm and inrolvement in activities. The Beta 
weight reflects the expected change in recidivism with a 
change o f one unit (-. 116 ) in the independent variable. 
t1ult iple R for the flrst four variables was .51994. 
Gender increased the Hultiple R t o . 53052 and 
R2 to .28145. The r reflects a positive relationship. 
The F-ratio f or gender (1.3575, df 5/443 ) 
indicates that this independent vari abl e is not signifi: 
cant a t the .05 level . 
Al though Hultip le R increased bey ond the fifth 
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step (g end E·.·; .. · '; ; 1; ·~·he eleventh step (juvenile employment) 
minimal i n ., '.· ··: .. . ··: . vle )e o bserved beyond the fifth step, 
· .. ix va riables explain less than one 
percent o f ·t :.. _; ··J ·~.:l nt.:.:e i n the dependent variabl~ 
'·:·, ··: :~·· -·I"&t io for each variable entered after 
the four t b ~; ·: ·:, not: significant at the . 05 level. 
Tl-· ' I. I •' f"... ur v a r i ab les account for over 27 
percent of •. 1 . ·. -•• ; .~·t:i 11 ed variance of recidivism. The 
regres s i on ,p·. ·~ :,1 ·.-: :. ~·< ·~ e. 18 t o suggest that a delinquent 
has a grea.;· ... ,.-. ~~·; · ··:~.:;.,.:.l. ity of becoming a recidivist if: 
}, , I' /' 
. .., 
; t..L.te c ommits a ser ious offense, 
2. i .. 1:1·' ·: '.r.• ~ td.le is a school dropout, 
3. · J,,- J'-'"' · .. ile i s between 13 and 15 years of 
, ~- ·j··• e time of his or her first 
cl.. u ~j u J. i. • . :'1 t. ion , and 
4. tlH.~ ~iuvnnile is not involved in activities. 
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CHAPTER VI 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 
Introd uc t • I' 
J,, ·, ~ o review the findings of this investi-
gation , part of this chapter is divided into 
thre e s e --~··i ... q;-. ::, . ·~.!m-.rJ1ary, general findings and specific 
findi ng s . ·.·,- .. ,~, f .,_r.P,l part of this chapter lS divided 
into fo ul'' r: .. u··~·"· ~ ' ... c nclusions ' limitat ions of the study' 
impl icatj_c ·· .:·. l·:·:'"· · .... "I·1t her study and a final note. 
Summar y 
Tt1c l) 1.1· }lO ;· .. c of this thesis wa s to discover "Hhat 
combina ti'~)}'1 ( f t"Jctc) .''S , demonstrat ed germane to 
delinqu ency, best differentiate s first time offenders 
from recidivists?n To answer this question, four 
objectives gtide~ th is res earch . 
The firs t obj ec t ive was to develop a multi-factor 
approac h to delinquent behavior. Based on the review of 
the literat re, the foll owing 14 characteristics were 
found to be relevant in the causation of delinquency: 
gender, age at first adjud ication, size of family, 
position in the family, broken home, school achievement~ 
school drop out, employment status, involvement in 
activit ies, place of residence, delinquent associates, 
serious n e ss of offense , IQ and parent's SES. 
Probation records for juveniles adjudicated 
in Brook ings County between 1970 and 19-77 were examined 
and the follow ing descript ive analysis was developed 
for bes t describing the delinquent population. In 
Brookings County between 1970 and 1977 the delinquent 
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is most fr,~ quen l y: male ( 7 8%), 16 or 17 year olds 
(53%), from a middle size family (59%), a middle child 
(50% ), fr 'ill an intac t family (77%), attends school (88%), 
an average student (4 8%), with an average IQ (71%), not 
employed (54% ), and no t involved in activities (67%), a 
Lutheran (~5% ), who regularly attends church services 
(58%) , resid~s in Brookings (57%), whose father is the 
only paren: working (54%) , and is a blue collar worker 
(64%), whose mother is a housewife (56%), the father has 
a high s chool educat ion (37%) and the mother has a high 
school education (50% ), the delinquent is not a 
recidivist (73%), but does have delinquent companions 
(68 %), and has not committed a serious offense (76%). 
The third objective was to develop and test null 
and res earch hypotheses based upon the characteristics 
found to be relevant ln the review of the literature. 
Of the fourteen null hypotheses developed, eleven were 
found to be significant CP ( . 0 5) ; therefore there was 
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a failur e to a ccep t the null hypotheses which utilized 
the fol lowi ng i ndependent variables: gender', age at 
first a dj udicat ion, fami ly size, broken home, school 
achievement) s chool drop out, employment status, involve-
ment in ac tivities, place of residence, delinquent 
assoc iate s, and seriousne ss of offense. The null 
hypothe s es whic h were accepted were: 
in the fami ly , IQ and parent 's SES. 
position of child 
Th e final ob jective was to analyze the relation-
ship between the e leve n independent variables found to 
be s tatis tically significant and the dependent variable, 
recidivi sm. A mul tiple regression utiliz ing the forward 
stepwis e technique i nd icated that seriousness of offense 
explaine d the most variance in the dependent variable 
(16 percenL) . Schoo l drop out , a ge at f irst a d judication, 
and invo lvement in activities, were the next variables 
added respectfully, and together with seriousness of 
offense account for over 27 percent of the explained 
variance in recidivism . The next sev en variables, gender, 
delinquent companions, school achievement, residence, 
children in family, broken home and juvenile employment 
account for two percent of the variance. The regression 
analysis suggests that a delinquent has a greater 
probability of becoming a recidivist if: 
l . ''··::-: :h v en:Ll e conunits a serious offense, 
2 " - ~ - ... · ·: ·..1v e:n i J.. e is a school drop out, 
3 ·i ~ . (.- .: .1-·:' t:.nile is between 13 and 15 years of 
.. i._/ ..... .-•. t: fii:~ st a djudication , and 
4 o ·e ; 1 "l e 1iJ.e is not involved in activities. 
Genera l F jn ~---~~~~ : · 
Th e 1 -r ' ·-1, .- of the s·tepwise multiple regression 
analysis w: ~- .::·l .-:'_, • :? o f statistical ly explaining 29 
percent of. -.... · \'.-:::·· :i :n :2e in t he dependent variable, 
recid i vi sr:1 . ~ , r··r.,?.n i nd ependent variable s were entered 
int o t he -:_·._ ·- -. _,, .. ; .: .. n alysis , howev e r, the first four 
variables -_,:-. J •.. ,~ · ,_. 1 ( s er.:..o usne ss of offense, school drop 
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out, a ge a "'C -~- i l'~' l- a.d j ·.1d ica tion , invo l v ernent in activities ) 
accounted for 27 percent of the variance and appear 
to be the strong est predictor variables of recidivism. 
It is , of c our se, alway s diff icult to make a 
final deter ... i ::-·1a ~ ion as to the generalizabili ty and 
cornpatib i lit) of a single study . In o rder to place the 
present res earch into a broader context, a comparison 
of the findi ngs from this instant case are compared to 
Pallone and Hennessy ' s study on "Recidivism Proneness 
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Amo ng Pa.:r.- ·; · · .. The p opulations under study differ, 
neverthe ~l ~: , , ... :t ! '. s-r:ud i es utilized the same dependent 
variab le ; :: ... !:/:_sm . Also, the independent variables 
used wer e . '' .. , .· · .. · .~ ~ both sets of variables reflect social 
and demo ~.2, 1 ...... >J~ j ~· .. :~1· :2;:eacteristics as well as aspects of the 
offense 2L.·! :. \ii:. } ·cior · records of the offenders. More -
over , i n )··· •. f ; _~·· ·Jr. ~·iJlCl. Henne s s y's study, 11 inqependent 
variab le f:; "~·~· 1 .! :). ' :1 ··d 2 6 percent of the variance ·in the 
dep e nd en 1. '/d 1 .i a J:-, ~ ,--:. 5 r e cidivi sm. Pallone and Hennessy 
identify L:· ::· fi1's·t ':; ix variables (number of drug related 
counts , nt:.•:·t ..::r· (:"'f ~ .. r·i o r arr e sts, race, pri:?r institution-
alizat i o 1, ·:·('l ;.!1).c:us a f filiation and place of residence) 
as t he m e;::; t :·)·~ ,,J· T rul predictors o f recidiv ism. 
Th~ J't~.:::i·,l.'i t~3 o f t he Pallone and Hennessy study 
are comp a t i b.I.E~ .... 11 it 1 the find ings presented in this 
thes is. BoTh sTud ies entered 11 independent variables in 
the re gre ssio n ana l ysi s in an attempt to predict 
recidivi s m. Pal lone and Hennessy's study was able to 
explain 2 6 per c e n t o f the variance in the dependent 
variable while this investigation explained 29 percent 
of the varian ce . 
Specific Findings 
This section will present the findings pertain-
ing to each independent var i a ble's association with the 
dependent '/ =·t :: ·- i.a.ble, recidivism. 
Gender 
I n rb.i.s study , the gender distributions of 
delinque n t rales (7 8 percent) to delinquent females 
(2 2 perce nt ) clotH-;;.ly approximated the expected division 
foun d i n th(~ -·,e\ 3 .. e w o f the literature. Several authors 
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noted tha t rbe del inquent is generally a male, 75•to 80 
percent of t..he t.l.me (Renshaw, 1979; Griffin and Griffin, 
197 8; and ~rRene and Ess elstyn, 1972). 
As ~~t ed above, males consist of 78 percent of 
the delinqu&J l·~ population in this research, but comprised 
85 percent o f the recidivists. Thus, gender was found 
to be significant and the research hypothesis was 
accepted. The re was a moderate association between gender 
and recidivi sm thus plac ing gender fifth in the statisti-
cal a rray of variabl es that made up the regression analysis. 
Age a t First Adjudication 
Juveniles that were adjudicated for the first 
time whil e =·- n their early teens (13' 14 and 15) comprised 
39 percent of the d elinquent population but go on to 
account for 58 percent of all recidivists ' in this study 
The literature indicated that the earlier a juvenile is 
arrested, the more likely he or she is to recidivate 
(Merri ll, 1 947 ; West, 1973 and Cressey and Ward, 1969). 
The implicat ion heing that juveniles in their pre-teens 
would be moT'e likely to recidivate than juveniles in 
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their early or late teens. The research clearly indicated 
that juveniles in their pre-teens comprised eight percent 
of the d elinquent population and accounted for nine 
percent o f the recidivists. A possible explanation for 
the appare11t dis crepancy between the literature and the 
research findings might be caused by the small number of 
juvenil es brought to court in the pre-teenage sector. 
Because of the si ze of Brookings, and the attitude of 
the pol ice) j uvenil es in their pre-teens might be 
hand led informally thus avoiding the court. 
Age at fir st adjudication was found to be ~ 
significant and the null hypothesis was not accepted. 
There was a fa irly strong relationship between age at 
first a djudication and recidivism thus placing the 
independent variable third in the regression analysis. 
The implicat ion of the research was that juveniles 
who are first adjudicated delinquent between the ages of 
13 and 15 have a higher probability of becoming 
recidivis ts than juvenile s in the other age brackets. 
Size of Family 
Based on the review of the literature, it was 
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deduced that chi ldren fr om l arger families tended to 
have a gr~E"-·.:.", !_-cl:·· probab.ili ty of becoming delinquent. This 
did not sh·y _ ,,.. tJ:·~j i n this research however. Children from 
l arge fam.:i · 'cE'-: Csix or -more children) accounted for 2 9 
pe rcent o:': ·! Li::~ delinquent t o t al and only 2 2 percent of the 
recidivi sT~;~ ,,,h.i J.e j uveniles f rom medium size families 
( three , fo-u1 a.nd fiv e children ) comprised 59 percent of 
the del i nq1.11 ;nt:s a nd 6 8 percent of the recidivists. 
Childre -~ f1"·(·tn smal l families (one and two children) only 
a c counted \'"r ·r· l2 p e rcent of the delinquents and 10 percent 
0 f the r e c"' '; ' ! ~- vis t s . 
Tl:.·· .. ::tss ccia. t ion between family siz e and 
r e cidivi sffi ~d s found to be significant and the null 
hypothe s is ~as no· ac cept ed. However, the rel~tionship 
was no t very strong and this was reflected i n the 
regres s ion analysis Hhere f~ily size was t he ninth 
var iable entered out of eleven. 
The iJnplication seemed to be tha t t he size of a 
juvenile's family ha s little effect on r ecidivism. As 
noted in the review of the literature, family size lS 
probably of more significance when combin ed with a 
j uvenile' s position in the family and broken home. 
Broken Home 
The effect of broken homes on delinquency is 
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unclear in the literature. Some authors support the idea 
that brok en homes are a cause of delinquency (Glueck and 
Glueck, 19:.)0 ~ vJattenberg and Saunders, 1954; Monahan, 
19 57 and H :1. r· s.chi ) 19 6 9} while others contend that it is 
the dishar·uonious family that causes delinquency (Toby, 
1968; Ny ~, 195 8; Schaffer and Knudten, 1970 and Griffin 
and Griffin, 1 978) . 
Ir: ·th is study, the relationship between broken homes 
and rec idivisL was not very strong as indicated in the 
regres s ioJ J analysis where broken homes was the tenth inde-
pendent v~riable entered out of eleven. Nevertheless, 
the as s oci :t i o n between broken homes and recidivism is 
signifi cant a nd therefore the null hypothesis was not 
accepted. 
Schoo l Achievement 
Authors ci t ed ln the revlew of the literature 
agree that a juvenile with poor school achievement is 
more like ly to commit delinquent acts than juveniles with 
high school achievement (Wolfgang , 1972 ; Glueck and Glueck, 
1950; Hirscn i, 1969 and Sawicki and Schaeffer, 1979). In 
this study, the majority of the delinquents (69 percent) 
fell into the category of average to above average 
achievement while juveniles with low school achievement 
compri sed only 31 percent of the total . However, the 
juvenile s vri ,: h be low average achievement accounted for 
43 percent Gf the recidivists. 
Th e as s ociation between school achievement and 
recidivi s rr Whs po sitive, with a moderate relationship. 
In the muJ t.:·.f-i-~c r~egression analysis, school achievement 
was ente r ed ~-.C''·'L nth out of 11 independent variables. 
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T'r..e i1L)licat ion from the review of the literature 
was that thP !~·E·l ationship between school achievement and 
recidiv i s111 ~t_,,_., :.·:.d b e much stronger . There are a couple of 
possib le ex~;.anations for the moderate relationship: 
one, there \·H-.~:ce 1 1 9 of the juvenile's records on school 
achievem -1t mis sing and, two, the majority of the 
offenses .,.:\Lmli t ted by j uveniles in this study were minor 
and of a <Y· · ··,- t ime nature . 
School Drop Out 
J u veniles that drop out of school are probably 
the same j uv e niles that were performing poorly while in 
schoo l so the literature found in the section on school 
achievement would also apply to this variable . 
The association between school drop out and 
recidivism is dramatic . There were only 56 school drop 
outs in this study, yet 66 percent of them were 
recidivists compared to 22 percent of the 393 juveniles 
who stayed in school. The regression analysis also 
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verified t h e strength of the relationship between school 
drop out and recidivism as it was entered second in the 
anal ys is. 
The implication from the research and the 
literature clearly portrays th.e significance school drop 
out has on rec i d ivism. 
Employment Status 
Control Theory states that an individual that is 
bu s y do ing convent ion a l things will not have time for 
delinquent behavior . The implication for this research 
being that those juveniles that do not work will have a 
higher probability of becoming recidivists. The research 
substantiates this to a point. Ther e was an almost even 
split between j uvenile s who were employed and those not 
employed, yet 62 percent of those not employed were 
recidivists compared to 38 percent o f those juveniles 
e mployed . 
There was a negative relat ionship between the 
independent a nd de pendent variabl e i ndicating an inverse 
relationsh i p . However, the relationship was weak as 
s ub s tantiat ed in the regression analysis where employ-
ment statu s was the last variable entered into the 
a na lysis . 
Invo l vement ln Activitie s 
On ce a.ga in, Control Theory's involvement in con-
ventiona l activit ies was the basis for this independent 
variable. .:rr1 thi s cas.e, however, the results of the 
research ar~: n·or e dramatic. Of the recidivists, 79 
percent were no t i nvolved in activites. Juveniles 
that were involved i n activities accounted for 33 per-
cent of the delinquent total, but only comprised 21 
percent of the recid ivists . 
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The association between involvement in activities 
and rec idiv ism i s negative , indicating an inverse rela-
tionshi p. The r egression analysis shows that involvement 
in act i vities wa s entered fourth in the regression, showing 
a fa irly strong re lationship between the independent 
variable and recidivi sm. 
Residence 
Bas ed on the review of the literature, it would 
be expected that the amount of delinquency would be higher 
for children from the city (Brookings) than from rural 
areas, but the types of delinquency would be the same 
(Shaw, 1942 ; Clark and Wenninger, 1962; and Jensen and 
Rojek, 19 8 0.) • This was verified in the present research. 
Fifty-seven percent of the delinquents resided in 
Brookings, compared to 20 percent living on farms, nine 
percent living in rural areas (non-farms) and 15 percent 
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living i n '."·!,!·": .. ~J_ towns in Brookings County. 
T ·~e r: ·tt:~ o f recidivism between each group was 
not very ·: ig:::, i! J c ant . Of the delinquents from Brookings, 
3 2 perce r. ~. v1 ,:·.:.:··~::~ r~e cidi vists while of the juveniles from 
rural no n·~ far'r:L} ., 2 8 percent were recidivists. Of the 
farm childre Jl~ 23 percent were recidivists compared to 
15 perc ent of the de linquents from rural towns. 
The findings for the amount of delinquency was 
upheld in t'ltt~~ literature, as was the findings for the rates 
of recidivi~m. Residence, however, does not have a very 
strong relationship with recidivism in this study, as 
illus trated in t he regres sion analysis where it was 
selected ight out of 11 independent variables. 
Delinquent As s o ciate s 
The r esearch indicated that the majority of 
delinquent acts involved more than one person (Matza, 
1964; Lis ka, 1973 ; and Erickson, 1971). The data for 
this investigation confirmed the prior research. Sixty-
eight percent of all delinquencies involved more than 
one juvenile while 77 percent of the recidivists 
were accompanied by delinquent companions. 
There was a moderate relationship between de-
linquent associates and recidivism. This was reflected 
in the regression analysis, as delinquent associates was 
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select e d sixth. The variable delinquent associates 
clearly has a powerful impact on delinquency, but appears 
to only have a moderate impact on predicting recidivism. 
Seriousness of Offense 
Seriousnes s of Offense proved to be the most 
significant predictor of recidivism in the regression 
analysi s . This was also emphasized 1n the review of the 
literature (Wolfgang, 1972 ; Glaser, 1969; Cressey and 
Ward, 1969). 
The relat ionship between seriousness of offense 
and rec idiv ism was strong. Fifty-two percent of the 
recidivists commit ted serious offenses while only 24 
percent o f all the delinquents committed a serious 
offense . 
Conclusion s 
This investigation utilized Johnson's causal 
model for predicting delinquency to guide the theroretical 
framework. J ohnson takes elements from each of the major 
theori es (~train, Cultural Deviance and Control) and pulls 
them together into a workable model with a goal of pre-
dicting delinquent behavior. Johnson contends ·that his ..... 
model is based in Control Theory and revolves around 
attachments to society, but it also involves strain, 
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delinquen .. \7 :. J .' } i::: s and d e l inquent peers. Johnson uses a 
path anal f.si ~s; j:,·:y·iel to t race the implications of a set of 
causal v ar iatl0s leading to delinquency. 
Thi.s iH\.I es t igation did not use the path analysis 
mode l ut iliLA:d ·h.' J ohnson. Data for Johnson's variables 
were gath e ··ed ,-:Ju. ou.gh self-administered anonymous 
ques tionnair~s. The data f or this study were gathered 
from o ff icial .fi. l e. s and consequently did not contain 
infor mation for some of the variables used in Johnson's 
model. Due to the lack of data for several of the 
variabl es ~ it ''1as decided not to attempt a path analysis 
at t his t im:::.. 
Neverthele ss , Johnson's model was influential in 
the deve lopment of the theoretical propositions and the 
hypo the ses that guided this s t udy. 
According to J ohnson , the most crucial elements 
of h is model are the a t t achments an adolescent forms to 
parents and school. Thi s study tested three variables 
that ar e associated with attachment to parents; broken 
homes , sibling position and family size. None of these 
variab les portrayed a s trong correlation with recidivism 
(the d ependent variable} . Two variables were used in 
this study to measure school attachments; school achieve-
ment and school drop out. School drop out was strongly 
correlated wi t h r ec i div i sm and reinforced Johnson's 
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contenti on t hclt juveniles who are not attached to school 
will have a high.er probabi lity of connnitting delinquent 
acts. School achievement was not strongly correlated 
to recidivism in t h i s study . 
..Johnson relates s ocial class to attachment to 
parents and t o attachment to school. He contends social 
clas s d oes not cause delinquent behavior directly but 
instead operates by generating differentials in parent 
and sch ool attachments. Social class was not _found to 
be a s i gnificant factor in predicting recidivism in this 
invest i gation a n d c onsequently reinforced Johnson's 
theory . 
Johnson contends adolescents who seek delinquent 
comp ani ons a re less attached to parents and schools. 
In this investigation, 68 percent of all the delinquent 
acts were committed with associates . However, the 
corre lation b etween delinquent associates and recidivism 
was weak. 
Johnson' s model also included future oriented 
perceived s train , love/concern of parent for child, 
delinquent values, perceived risk of apprehension for 
delinquency , anticipated peer approval for delinquency 
and sus ceptibility to peer influence. This investigation 
was no t able to develop these variables with the infor-
mation contained in the probation files. 
148 
Johnson includes the major variables associated 
with del inquency in his model. This researcher believes 
Johnson has created a workable tool for predicting 
delinquency. Nevertheless, the model could be improved 
by combining self-report data with official data. Such 
a projec t is currently i.n the planning stages. 
Limitat ions of t he Study 
A ques tion of the validity and reliability of some 
of the information found in the records on several of 
the variables may be raised regarding this study. For 
instance, IQ scores found in the records were mainly 
obtained from school records. However, some of the 
scores were obtained from the Mental Health Center and 
others from the State Hospital in Yankton. Moreover, 
the IQ tests given by the school in Brookings differed 
from those given in the small rural schools. 
A second limitation of this study was the lack 
of an actual measure of the individual's self-concept 
because there was little information in the probation 
files for developing this variable. Due to the lack of 
information in the files, several variables used in 
Johnson's model were not available to this researcher. 
Thus, it seemed inappropriate to run a path analysis 
following Johnson's model. 
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.. . ') ::J 3 · \•!a. s limited by a lack of data 
o n c e rt ,.-1 • 't"• ,_1 2 i n t h e fi l es. For instance, 
26 pe i""C CJ• ,. · ;.;;::1 no informa t ion on school 
achi e veJr·· , '· ·:· t he IQ scor"'e s were missing 
aLd 1 7 1-· ···:~~had missing i nformation on 
the fat .i:· 
I' l S limi t ed by its reliance 
on of fi. ,.-. · .. :,,:· .; Jt\? t"?. st iga tion . Because all the 
i n forma .. F' ba tion fi le s , there 1s no 
c ontrol ct .. ,, rj .. · : :.! ,, '.len t s a v.:. ilable fo r c omp ariso n . 
Thi s s t :h.'. ·. ':-::1. 5 l' 1. t,·.·:.-1 T O the d e . .1..inquent acts the 
!; ~~jud icat ec fo r. The actual 
numbe r I . .., ) ; J. :.r:..:_~,._;s cornm1 tt: ed b y j u v e n iles 1n 
th i s s - , · " 
were ut i l.:i .. /~e(.'i, 
If :--~::: . .:_: ~y,-~-'·1- '::;tud i e s are t o be conduc ted , the 
informat ..i.OJJ =-·::.:J::--, i in e:ffic ial records s h ould b e combined 
wi t h s el f r r~r~ ~tuJies . This combinat ion of info rmation 
should pro v i de a more re a.listic account of d elinquenc y i n 
the Bro okings are2 . 
Second, a measure for s elf conce p t sho uld be 
develop ed and u t ilized . 
Third, future research shou l d investig ate 
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various thresho ld and interactive effects of the major 
variables. For example , a vari~ble such as a broken 
home may int eract with size of family and the position 
of the child in the family. An effort needs to be 
undertaken to determine the influence of each of the 
variable s on themselves when used in various interactive 
combinations. Quite possibly the influence of the 
various family facto rs would reveal an even more 
distinct ive picture of the total impact of the family 
situation when c orrelated with recidivism among juveniles: 
Finally, the finding s in this study for the 
variable s age at first adjudication and family size did 
not correlate with thos e found in the review of the 
literature. Future research should attempt to discover 
if the fi nding s for these two variables can be 
replicated, and if so, are these findings representative 
of rural areas compared to urban areas. 
An investigation lS currently in the development 
stages that wil l attempt to account for the factors 
stated above . 
A Final Note 
This investigation is of particular interest to 
this researcher because of the potential it holds for 
helping practitioners combat recidivism. High rates 
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of recidivism are of course an indication that the 
juvenile justice system is not working effectively; 
however, through studies such as this one, practitioners 
can be alerted to the factors that are most likely to 
indicate which first-time offenders may become 
recidivists. 
Being a practitioner , this researcher understands 
the frustrations fellow colleagues feel observing the 
same juveniles parade through court, time after time. 
With the aid of a predictive model, the practitioner 
would be able to pinpoint groups of juveniles who have 
the highest probability of becoming recidivists. Con-
sequently, the cycle might be retardable, and hopefully 
crime rates might stabilize or even on occasion, drop. 
Most importantly, practitioners would be focusing on 
juveniles that need the most help in avoiding the 
"merry-go-round" of crime . 
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